snfwRT t? jretftnr 
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 

fhwft, ?TpnrTT; ItTftTt 6 , I 99 3 /*TTHT 17 , 1914 

NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1993/MAGHA 17, 1914 

irw rrm ft- mss Tfemr ri ^ farm? fn> iqj are.ir ftf vf- 

twt m yttk 

Separate Paging is given to this Part fat order that it may bo Bled aa a 

separate compilation 

war H—<s<rf 3<—TT-aro m 
PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (Hi) 

efrrfta arfsunfrol ttto srmm tin**) girt fan* sngm 
Orders and Notifications issued by Central Authorities (other than Administrations ot Union 

Territories) 

rrrrfr fafarr siutir 

toYt 

Tf feftf, 7 1997 

ht.'P'. i42--fftftFFT ftFfW tt totoft ?r ttt ft fft ftt% ftt ftF«fr % *=r«r (2) Jr w T?rt hot firm* tott % wm 

fft^fTOT % fVr Tt TPfWT (9) if Wfe frorfTOT t'.T'T if 5OT S', TO^T ( l) if 7W FFrft PfTf'R ^ftf irnTTHTTT ftftFff, ftfT 

srfftfftfersT ftfsrtfttFT, 1951 tott ftffa titf ^ fftFrt gm trtfftT w tootT ft (5) if to ’trrif Pr^f^rr stnif tt JftST 
TOftftT TTft if TOFTOT T 5 T | I 

flV wr Tmnfain % tptt r^ron fftr tty tt wf ?»pr ftTroror % fror ftr£ ttc«t w«r^r ftretTOT ftin £ sffr ffttfror wr^tn 

TT JT?r TOTTm jfT TO ^ ft ^r TFT ^TT ftYTTOTT % fan ftff Wfar TTOT TT fTOYtfftFT TfT f, 

wr: sty, fTrtrr ftrftfY ■jtt wfafft-nr Tt urtr io-t % tojyot if Yfft ftr toott ft *=r«r ( 4 ) if ^nfftriff Tt ft»rr ft frifr 

ftf TO ft TT fftiff TTJT ftf fTTTT TORT TTTT ffttTFT T^TT ft TTW Tft TTft ftfa ?ffa ft fa<T iT Wrftw ftf Tf^fl irfttY TT ftt TTTOTfa 
ft ffan fftT%T TfftlT TTOT ^ I 

Trrff 


T.ft. faftPTTTTfftTTT faftlTOT «T ftf T,. ft. afH fa^fTT Tftft ftTrftf TT YFT fftrfifT ([FT TT TTOT 

TlF sftTTTT 



i. tttfT ftrrfrTFT tott ftfftF ttttttt 3-4ttttt *>ft'rfrorTf^r, frftfTT TOTfT tt fttf ftt 

fTOTtTT, 1991 &TTT ft 4 f 2 ^Tft’T jTTOT, TOST TOftf^T TFft if 

'ffTTOTT^tf TfTTTT, (3.S, ) TOTT^TI 


tio 5] 

No. 5] 


200 Gl/93 —X 


( 291 ) 






292 

THE GAZETTE OF 

INDIA : FEBRUARY 

6, 1993/MAGHA 17, 19] 

0 [Paio JI—Sec. 3(iii.>| 

l 

2 

3 

4 

IS 

2 . 

73 *: wE<7t fwnr n*n % 

717177 fmf^rfr, i so i 

3 (S— ^TTT 

Tt 7747 *31, 

wmi#r»anr,TT. TTTrmiT, 
fry. ^Er'TtJTnTT^rra (7.7. ) 

f7^77 31713 iflT Fit iff 

7311 3lftj3 777 $ 

71(7) 7 7? 

X 

-rfr- 


?rfa*r fin 5- , 

ffijTr 0 % tfrfrpjr frr, 
fyrnufrA.^.lT. 

-Tift- 

4- 

- 3 $- 

99 

frTTf’rrfr, 

m. 7%7ritT7 , Ft7Tfar7, 
•F77TP1, 7*573;, (7,51- ) 

-Tift • 

5- 

-ntr- 


3T7 717, 

upt lAm, 

71, 7'373) (7.7 . ) 

-Tift- 

ti* 

-**r- 

lOO-HjflTT 

Tt JTWl 77 PptW 3T3, 
if^if Ati, nThtu, 

7737; (7.7. ) 

-Tfr- 

7 


-T#- 

743171, 

s s 5 777T sfr, ^rffriTT, 

-Tift- 

( 

«• 


-Tift- 

“itTwm, 

17 B-TtftTTt*, TtHlffailT, 

37T33; (7.7. ) 

-Tfr- 

9 - 


-?rcfr- 

4r fifrui nir, 

4 1 / 5 S 7,7T. 

3*#!, TSTT*. 3.51. 


10, 


-Ttfr- 

win Trrir, fr. 'i"twt.t»:, 

7737:, 7.7. 

-Tift- 

11. 


~<T#t- 

i 09-4iffyt Ft yfEsT, 

73T33;. 7. 7 . 

"Tjfr- 

1 2- 


-Tift- 

p it mrinip, 

«r7 7T%?37T, JTT’F'?, 

7733;,7.51. 

-T^- 

i ;i- 

-TifT- 

-W- 

7t 777 PfTpT, 

« 1 -717774, 77T731, (7.5!. ) 

-Tfir- 

l-l. 

-Ttfr- 

- sr^t- 

«fr 7 ^ 377 , 

HO/i:i, f&HTTJr, niTff. 

7737:, 3. S 

571- 

is. 

-’Tift-- 

-«nfr- 

>ir 7733 , 
nnftgr **£47 f. 1 J 1 1 . 

7<573;, 7.3, 

-7sft- 

18 

-Tift- 

-■tpY 

►it 33 fyijfr, 
orrifm, ii. $%zr, 

7<373;,3.51. 

-Tift- 

17 

-731- 

i < n - ij# 

«fr7tTT7 Ft, 
irnirfiifbiin, 

TOrn tit! nit, Vifpmm, 

7'jtb;. (7 7 .) 

-731- 

IS 

-7&- 


Tr 7if ' *j*t7 T 

17 2/1 53,3171717 'll UlUr, 
71*717, 71ST73;,7.3. 

- 73 I-' 




O 


[TPrll—qT 5 (Hi)] 

w tt Tnm: 

TPTfi 0, ) 9911/917 17, 191-1 

2S 

i 

o 

A 

4 

3 

iy 

777777 f7717 77r 7* f*77 717177 
fmW7, 1991 1 

101 - 7775 ; ^5 

sftflfr, 

5 : 1 , 771 ^ 171777777 , 

7*173;; 7.7. 

f*17t77 5771 77 Ttf 7t *T*7T 
7tf*T7 *R7 7 7WT Tf 

20. 

-7?t- 

-Tfr- 

Ht TfTTT 1:717, 

4l/ 13 S, 77ft, 77f73>, (7.7. 

-7ft- 

) 

21- 

— M ?}l ~ 

- 7 ft- 

71 77far*7 J7TT. 

3 l/ 3 3 0, Tfom 777 777T7T, 
7973J,7.7 . 

-7ft- 

2 2. 

- -77*7 - 

-Tfi- 

*ft 34t*7*!:7t7, 

4 9 «/ 8 2-7;, BtTT 71777, 
f^TTTTlTT 7 ', *W 731, (*3.7.) 

-7ft- 

27 

-Tfr- 

-T#r- 

7fT 77 T ft7f i T7 777T, 

1 48, 77?7'Tt Tpft T^ft, 
717t77,7*777 ,7.7. 

-7ft- 

2 1- 

-7ft- 

-Ttft- 

Mt 7**ft7, 

77777 (*?P*7t), 

7f**i7i ( 7 . 7 .) 

-7ft- 

25. 

-7ft- 

10 2'* ’17*13 

«ft 7f77 f 7t T 7t7T777, 

19 / 5 , f*r-7T^r 777t7t, 

7*773;,7.7. 

, -7ft- 

2 0. 

-7fr~ 

-7ft- 

tflTT. PTf!* 1TC7?'. 

■4W7 fafift 7S7, 

7^fl7171,7.7. 2'1,' 

7 777’, 7.7. 

-7tt- 

2 7. 

- 7 ft- 

-7ft- 

Mt 7rT7T 7 TB ft7, 

6 21 , *9njn 777 'tfr, 7-fi 77 

7*^73; (7.7.) 

-7ft- 

28. 

-7ft- 

-7ft- 

«ft 777 f 7(T 1757 

139/5 2, 7^777, 

7*777, 7 7. 

-77T- 

2y. 

-w- 

-Tfr- 

"*fr7*f’T77fir, 

2 9 2/1 (13 f777tf t7T T -?17, 

(7.7 . ) 

-7f.r- 

3U 

—Tfi— 

-Tfr- 

'sftspftitfft, 

TTfaTT 771. 

3 3 7/l 57 4*J r 77 r , 

771731,7.7 . 

-7fr- 

a 1- 

-7ft~ 

-7ft- 

‘■ft 7771^7 ?77 (7«TT T ), 
2H2/l22^7*f[TrJT7T*t, 

7773;,7.7 . < 

-7ft- 

3 2- 

-7ft- 

-7T1T- 

ift 7#?; f 7T>- ari?, 

3 1 5/1 21 f«lt777, 717, 

77T77T77 ^tET, 7*177 ( 3 .7. ) 

-Tfr- 

3 3. 

-7ft- 

-7ft- 

>sfrit7 1777", 

4 4 8/l 1(3 77f77171f3- f (7, 

777/ 7ST7 f777 7l7. 

7*773;, 7.7. 

-7ft- 

3 4- 

-7ffr- 

-7fl- 

>71777 77, 

3 1 5/1 5 2, 7R 

7177*777 7171, 

*7*7731,7.7. 

-ifr- 

3 5. 

-7ft- 

-Tfr- 

‘sfrpftftTR, 

-7ft- 


’ 1/7 7 / 717577 , 
•nr77771,7 a. 



4 

THE GAZETTE OF 

INDIA : FEBRUARY 

6, 1993/MAGHA H, 1914 

[Part II — Sec. 3 (iii) ] 

l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3 6. Util 01 f0 

ffrttT1 1 of0^ 1991 

10 2-H3 T T3; 010 

%fr 0. utth^ 

293/149,3^141 &4HF3T, 

^ .$T . 

f011 B0 ITT 37$ 0 0TT 
00 <F11 7 WPR>1 ifc 1 

3 7- 

-TgV 

-0- 

(sftjT/ftimm, 

0401/3 6,0^510011, 

< 03 ^ 0 , 7. TT . 

-0- 

3 8. 

-0- 

-0- 

0 orm; firro, 

5 3 0/2030,05if<tir, 

0TrqT ITT, 11113;, 3J , 31, 

-0- 

39- 

-0- 

-0- 

(sflmi.oi. foil, 

HIT STT10T1 JIT, 

wrwrsi , 7 . jt . 

-10- 

40. 

-0- 

-0- 

000 0111, 

473/00 T Pi^l iJTrr 

1170010 in fm, 

r 1 <-9 «1 <3i t 7 . tt „ 

-0- 

41. 

— -siifr— 

-0- 

01131, 

win d 0 ii % on, 

11313 ;, 3 j, si, 

-0- 

4i 

-0- 

1 o TTKcr 

«fr fnro fori 0 fm fs0, 

7 700 0 it, norn;, 33 . i. 

-0- 

43. 

-0- 

-0- 

0 0m !i i3ir, 

a 5 , (mi, 

-00- 

44- 

-0- 

-0- 

0 0*r smw 0ifii'iT, 

3 3, irir 01 itjiit, 

3m, WT3;,3?.5i. 

-0- 

4 5. 

-0- 

-0- 

07013, 
worn mi i'ri, 

11413;, 1. si. 

-0- 

4 6. 

-0- 

-0- 

0 tott im, 

00 00103 ifa w, 

(1.11 , 3 2,1l- iIO jI , 

*13?, 7 . JT „ 

-~0- 

47. 

-0- 

-0- 

0770105, 

2.76/3 S3, U \5T, 

1315,7.31. 

-0- 

48. 

-0- 

-0- 

0 WiJ'T, 

s 5,050 sr om 0?, oT0oi, 

7. If , 

-0- 

49. 

-0- 

-0- 

0 0011 00, 

143,7ftOTir'3Jl, 

01313;, 33, sr. 

-0- 

#0. 

-0- 

~0>- 

0 4. funH W51T7T ft'0, 

0 510 00 0ir3K, 

5ftT13i, 7,51. 

-0- 

51. 

-0>“ 

104— 

0050105, 

07/13, mofTtrr, joiin, 

FT 7 5 r T^ , 7 . 5T , 

-0- 



395 


faTTll—<3Tj(ni)] *n79 7T : T^TTr 6, 1993/919 17, 191-1 


1 2- 

3 

4 

5 

62. 7^95*1 fadR fl’n 
murw fterte*, i»9i 


stft 7T7TBT, 

559/2 2, •■crrTfTTrT, 

77T£,7.9. 

terfipT stet tt te 

771 ’nfa'7 «fnte if 779:7 

7? i 

53- ■*#" 

-’rg't- 

’-ft TFT ftrafp-, 

97te i^ST 9T9TW, 

7^93;,7. 9. 

-tet- 

54. -*&- 

-zft- 

’■fteft H 1.6 jTH 9*te, 

T7T-13 8, ift. sift. 3fr. 37Hte"t 
KTirtetft.wi.m. 'T'irira ,7 . sr. 


5 5- -Trft- 

-9ft- 

’it stt=t 99919, 

539 9T-3, STf^^WT, 

9r79Tr9, 7773; -3a To 

—Tiff— 

56- -^Tft- 

10 5—9 ftT-fl RK 

sift 7m after, 

=mte wafted, 

7773:,7.9 . 

-71ft- 

5 7- 

-w[t- 

*4t fiTT 9717 
fittest ,9>5 Tirte^t, 

Rtf 37T 779'4 r , 

7773, 7.9 , 

-T.tr- 

s a. -9l£i- 

-Tift- 

ssit jt'st Trm, 

7?!^ TT T^TT, 7t. irt-T 1 !j 

^ra^ra:, 3T.4T. 

-Tjjt- 

69- - J ^~ 

-*ift- 

sifter, 

79£tei7 tit r, 

9'177'TiTt, flRT 7773,, 7.9 . 

—97t— 

00- -9?t- 

-7?r- 

•iftejterte?, 

2 5, fr^T^P" 7 r , 3rnr ; 

T.tr. 

-teit- 

y i. ~9#~ 

l(*H-*rVWFT if^T 

(^.•srr.) 

tfr ti^th, 
wv*r—'5tei»v, 
it.-99997, 7773, 7. 9. 

-71ft- 

6 2- -*$- 


’4t ’JWT'T 

unr-tern, 7 ppt 

91.-^ft 771, 

Tspanra, t. 9. 

“«r^t- 

6 3. 

-9i£t- 

«ft 777 5pT, 

.4 5l/ur/i)2 ffTqtet, 

te. ~9 tt79t»i, wra, 

7?F itew 

-7#T- 

6 4. 

1 2 2—rrY^Tq-TlT 

“iff 79PT7, 

9T7-7T*Vjr. R -iter, 

75717'p-, 7,9. 

-9tft- 

6 5. -*#- 

-9#t- 

4r «r?r 97rr, 

9T<T-^7R’J7 isp, 9T .-iftfte^ 
fstTT-’JTTlTjr 7 9. 

-7^1- 

66 . — 

~t?i- 

TT7 RJfFT 

njtr-sr'rfrr, q r ,-qtftq>, 

J F9FTJT, 7 9. 

-7<fr- 

67- -7l£t- 

-nift- 

mn-'frteT, te.-nW.ia, 

777 977 

-7f£t- 

68. -*n£f- 

-Tnfr- 

fm 9R, 

titer 

-7f(f- 


Tl.-*nW?, 7TC 9^11 



296 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 

6 , 1993/MAG11A 17, 1914 

[Part If— Sec. 3(iii)] 

1 

2 3 

4 

s 


69. 

snr flan % fan i 2 2 -ifWt jfir 

»ft irr. *rfr 

f^r^r 51rff *rr 

irl£ 41 


sunm i49i 

HP1 T Tt.-finjf 
firif. 7. 1. 

^WT TTf^T 
7^ 1 

T7i 4 

70. 

-ifi- -i|r- 

p 4lr 3715- 515137: f'15 
unr-fw^Tray, 
or. -Afl.jsr, 4^1431. 

3 , sr 

-ar^l- 


71. 

-w- 123-Tnrfmy (*r. ur ) 

=Ji tth ’■wfamTi 

£-3 186, TTTnfr 371 irr’rrJt. 
*pa^T3;, 7 if. 

-Ijfl- 


72. 

-ifr- 

sfr wt=f 7 

^rr *t—Ft■ rg'TT. ir. 

3 , if. 



7 3. 

-*fr~ -nfl— 

sft 5Tff4V4T7nrr 

1111-311^1137, .qr.-^iijr 01 77 

7. 

-■#- 


74 

- 15 V 12 .)— nM 

■41 7pr JH7 fwn 
mT-^fr^T, «ft.-(jnffT, 

371111137, 3 . lin 

-T#l- 


7 5, 

-i$r- -TRr- 

4r flPT WS 

unr— 

Jr.-mror, fipTr-yHH'3*, 

■3\!T 



76- 

1 Z-rfFHl^ 7 , 

«flr 7371 jprnr 

HU T IT . -iryjT, 

JpTPTTT:, •?. 51 

-tJi- 


77. 

- -^5>- 

sfl TTITff 

UTI T qi.-wm, 

3M4H37, 7. ST . 

-sr?fr- 


76. 

-i£i-, -W- 

■Jr ipfr 

Tnn-Traijr. 

r TT. 7 fa~fT-.rn 0137, 

3. 3. 



7 0. 


hfr fiaisr. 

Hll-S'l'l'T!. 
it. 7 fJETl-lfPTR37 

7. 5t7W 

-w- 


SO. 

-nfi- - , f$- 

sfr fgnTn 

im-TITTJT, 

71. 7 fK'Tr-3'-l4M , J7 1 -j. ST. 

•-W- 


81. 

12 6-inrf^F' 

STl" M V’i 4 l 7 ! , 

unr-srHi^rir, it -*w£, 

3771^37, 7. 51. 

-1#- 


8 2. 

-nift- -*£- 

■Jr w; ■75137 

UTH-UrffTTTT; (■n^Yr) 

TT’Tiqjr, 3^=111137. 7, si. 

-i£r- 


83. 

—TsrfSt— -W- 

*Ji nrjir 

utti—st Jr -?rVi 

'Jr-OIH 1 !/. "3. IT. 

-75T- 


64. 


■Jr 37T5 5T5PT 

1T7 1 11.-11171, 

3MHTII37, 3. 51. 

-ujr- 


8 5 . 


■sfl HTI7T SP1TT 

-nfr- 



flW-’lFTRr. 

Tf -iW, gT-Tr-T^, TJ. ST. 




['*rr'ril — ifiii)] 

'fin'i ti ttjto . 

TT- r T' : i u IM9.:'tTT4 17, 191,1 

297 

1 2 


.1 

;5 

86. OT SR»r PTSFT TTflT % 

TnurcT i9£>i 

i26-iprf^r?y: 

* 

TTFT T Tt. 

jhh'j/, ?. a. 

Pm'm «T9i Ttr T4f <fr 
TT<JT Tlf’S'T TP.4 if 
fFITTT Tp£ 1 

W 7. -Tiff- 

-t# - 

>ft mr ttft^, 

HTH ‘4 Tt -t^tcr, 

JpfFPp -J 9 

-Tift- 

8 8 -Tfr- 

1 2 7-^frr 

-ff 79FST7T WTC 

91.-^7717, 
f^T'TT-^PTFTTT. 1 ST. 

-44r- 

ho. -Tiff- 

-Tift- 

>4l ETSlrfw, 

Ttm-'TpfflT;, i rr.-Trr;-frTT, 
fllffp, ~ 3 . 4. 

-Tiff- 

so -Tift — 

-Tift- 

TTTT 4 If.-Tfinr? 

JfTTFTTT, 1. 4 

~m\~ 

si. -nil- 

-Tift- 

’-ft 44 

4T4 4 «ft. WJ/TT, 

^T'TPTT 7 , T, 5T. 

-m- 

92. -Tiff- 

-*ft- 

*rr T rtnr smrr, 

TmT-^TTHfliT T’fr, 
nt.-H(JPT4( TfwTTT, 
fir'4r-JiFTT444:, t . 4 

-Tift- 

93- -Tift- 

-m*t- 

tfr tttt firn*rfw 

irm-wraijr, <fr. ^tt?, 

tf 

-Tift- 

!) i. -t?>- 

l?9-5fi?T'T 

«fr sure tht, 

am 4 

i?3T4TT, ?. a- 

-Tifr- 

95. -*#- 

-Tift- 

«fr 

TT PT- Tl44'rT4T4T r 1 
r ft -«TR>p, 

’t^OTf, T 3 

-Tift- 

9 6. -*rcff- 

-Tift- 

wnr'ir tiffr-TT jami, 
imr-pfl^tTr q [fpjr, 
mowin', cpirraTT, 

? 4 

-Tsr- 

97. ~4lft“ 

-Tift- 

’ft 4494, 

? ^FTTJT, 

’jt.-Tfrvr 

^-?T^PT, 1. 7. 

-Tfjt- 

9 9. -Tift- 

-«nfr- 

«Tr T r44 T 4 nr?T, 

Tim-4 ift. smTt, *JTT4TT, 

~. 4 1 

- 4sft~ 

uo, -Ttfr- 

i- Tift- 

«TT efrttfii, 

tft.-sr^Rrr 7 ’, 

tfaw?, "J. 7, 

-Tiff 

100. -Tiff- 

1 '{<1- 

>41 '■ r m MPff, 

- q? r- 


niff-Travn; mpIVjt 
t’t ■f.irnrrc 


'-,. ST. 







298 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 6, I993/MAGHA 17, 1914 [Part 11— Sec. 3(iii)] 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


101- Tflf Otor 77T % fa" 

i.io-irra^t 

s 4( 7*7917 gif, 

f74177 ’9ft 47 

ft# 


tfrsrw Pwfaw, 1991 


aft 0lfft9 17F1, 7957977, 
trTT r, p. Tarn?, 7 . 7 , 

ftft nrfftr 

41777 1 

7ft 

If 2, 

-9ft- 

1 3 l- 7717^ 

ft 

177-777 77{, qv.-Piftrai, 

town, i, o. 

-9ft- 


1 03 

-9ft- 

-9ft- 

ft 77*17, 

or- 77377 , ifi. - m‘mj, wort, 

4.57917, 7. 9. 

-9ft- 


1 04. 

-9ft- 

-9ft- 

aft ftV, 

Uffl-SHWJT, tpftiSl, 

■ft -ndr ftftw, ftainiK, 

3. 9 

-9ft- 


10 5. 

-9ft- 

-9ft- 

ft inmn, 

717 9 'ft.Wl’Tl'JT wr, 

3.9. 

-9ft- 


Iftfl. 

-9ft- 

-9ft- 

aft ftnu 9Trr fft-ft. 

37 3*^ fftft, 
irm-ijftR'jc 

nr.-iRg^T 9,71711, 

3. 9. 

-9ft- 


107. 

-*nfr- 

-9ft- 

ft -MV, 

717-^7919, 

<K3rm?, 3 9 

-9ft- 


108. 

-9ft- 

—4 ft— 

aft ftlTJTR, 
mar qft. -iWF, 

'fiwrr? 7. 9. 

-9ft- 


109. 

--9ft— 

~9ft~ 

aft mi ftr, 

917— T^ft, 

7>.—ilftftmft 
’Ti^rr^r^'j ^. sr. 

9ft— 


1 1 0. 

—9ft-~ 

132— Hjftlk’R 
(w. arr.) 

aft Tftft, 
m—5rftr*?n;, 

7>.—mfftrji', 

T?7T919 3.9. 

— 9ft— 


Ill 

—9ft— 

—9ft— 

ft 7?9%7, 

UTH^'fl.— 9T9T, 
filTT— 47777?, 7. sr. 

— 9ft— 


112 - 

--9ft— 

- - 9ft-- 

aft jypJSTTC,’ 

7T7 7 74. —IpTSTTPT, 

7.7T9T9, 7.9. 

--9ft— 


1 13. 

--9ft— 

1 3 3—3tTI 

■ft @VJ 7T7, 

7T7 9 ft. — -1VWT 77 T 9P?V, 
ft-51I7P4, 7.9. 

—9ft— 


114. 

~9ft— 

--9ft-- 

aft 7717, 

917—Porfr *97777, ft. —jprTPJT, 
ftjIT9T9, 7.9. 

—9ft— 


115. 

~9ft— 

—,9ft— 

aft 9<ft ^ 917, 

7 . — 097717 TT’TTr, 

■£71919, 7.9. 

—9ft— 


116. 

—9ft.— 

—9ft— 

■ft 799", 

7,. —WIfti7 TftTT, ft. —77^7377, 
■£71919, 7.9. 

“9ft— 






[<nirll—3(iii)] 


199 


4TK7i Iff! TWTCf: 6, 1993/m*l 17, 1914 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

117 . 

i09i 

13 3 —rfat j 

«ft TPH^, 

jmr—ftnwt, it .—fVrfir, ifl'-KJ.i, 

fafaTT »wt vtf «ff 
5TfW ^ W6W T (f 

118. — 


w ftrs^w snrf, 

ITTirH^iTTPTurf^:, T>.—ipmT, 

—I#— 

119. — 


Tt.—TffTJ^ T^lt, 

'fi<4HtT,3.5T. 


120. — <*$■-- 

134 —inften 

*ft iti, 

gjr itfr, gnr—auO^<. irift, 

'frsrrarc, sr.si. 

—«njr-- 

i2i. “-®np— 

— *r#~ 

«ft npxxm fw, 

*TT?rr ir^TT, 'Stitt*, 

— 

122 . -~^r— 

iss—tffPiy; 

sftnpunr, 

^ _ A 41 1 

fllH^sTu, 4i'jft¥T<T < 'J.ST. 1 

—«t^-- 

123- 


*ft ift. 

frftprrcr, 

^irnrr^i ^. jt. 


124. —^— 

— 

TT* JUTT 

'Stott, s.s. 

—4nfr— 

125 . —^— 

— 

«ft tpt mra urn, 
•rerou^^Tn^ra.g.jr. 

—wtff— 

126. —' 

—«(►— 

«ft turcrer 5 ^, 

^s^'ftsfwrT, 7.H. 


127. —«r^— 

128. —— 

13 6— 

*fr rnirt fa?, 

4,141^4, nNiiiiti, 3. H. 

«ff «fa rm, 

mw—it. —T*fat, 

'T>Tl«irT, ^3 . 51 , 

—aafr— 

129- —— 

—Tfr— 

*ft tffafa?, 

803, STOTT, 3.51. 

—#— 

130. 

138— 

“it TUflV ||JTF, —T2PT, 

*FW T <11.—T<ftl<ft 

TmTOSl, T.51 . 

—^— 

—'itt— 

131- — 

—sf^r— 

*Rr sjw Fprftr, 

818 *fafi ’lT^[< UT^T, 

>T>, — TTTfa#, 7. H. 

—?rfr— 

13 2. 


«ft TfTTltf, 

UT»TT<fV. — TWILIT!, ” 

TTCUfTY.T.ii. 

—«nff— 

133. 

— *#f-- 

'4t TIH+'V! fa?, 

HIT— TRTttff?, fa.—fafJT, 
smmSY, < 3.51 . 


13 4. — 

i; o— 

•if * 1 * 5*3 r.itf, 
tmr <f r.—fanwir, 

81 < Uf, T, ^ . 51. 


13 5. —W— 

—— 

“if itsr 3RPT3, 

hth— w ufafa, fa. —wfa, 

■afTTW-nr, "3.5T. 1 

—nwr— 

1 3 6. —— 

—3T?i— 

«ff W^TFR 

TTH—’m(3f, fa. —Tp-WMIT, 
nmnVr, 13.51. 

—^fr— 


200 GI/93--2 
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1 2 

.1 

4 

5 

ic 7- 

HTOR’JT ffRW6, 1991 

1 40—ftflH (RT.RTT. ) 

«fr 

— -\j>d ^ 

srm^r, sr. 

ftfqfRR sqtfr rtt tftf tfr tfnr 
qrftsw Rptf if *rwr tff 1 

13 a. —Rift— 

— T$r— 

iff qwtffTHT, 

iTTR—irit^;. ft. —fttffRT, 

41 IH'tft, T.ST. 

—Rtft— 

13 9. —Rift— 

1 4l— 

<4t TlftW ?WT 
tft/8 9, RWTT, HTtIRtfl, 

RRTftft, 3.sr. 

— ntf— 

1 40- —-*$•— 

—- 

tft gtftt, 

UTR—ft. —^rgi, 

RTTtftft, 3. sr. 

— «nft— 

1 41. —R$— 

142—RffWt 

tffaTtfWTRR, 
rtr—rrhiIr, RPitftfv, 

'rar. 249 / 112 , Rmr^wfar, 


142- —R$r— 

142—Rtf Off 

$WT, 

rtr— tfftyrr, rtwrit, 

THllfoCt, R.R. 

—— 

143. —R#— 


tft ft 7 ! rtrt, 

RTR—^RRJtfRT, RtfpC, 

TmRtft, t.r. 

—qtft — 

144. —r$— 

-- 

tfr RR*T frtftt, 

RTR—RTtFTt, eft . — 
arrotftfr, s.t. 

—T$.— 

145. —R^t— 


tft wtfrq^tR, 

RTRRtfr,— 

TmfRft, R.ff. 

—Rift— 

146. — R^t — 


>41 Prtftq fRir, 
rtr—rtstjc ft. —■ mrfr, 

Rnm'tfr, r.r. 

— R^t— 

147- —iff— 

— 

*fl frw wt, 

TTPT — Tt. — —tficu+itfa, 

3" .^T, 

— qfr— 

148. —R^f— 

— R^t — 1 

tft 5 ^ 

RTR—RT^FTsK, ft,—1TO «KU“H, 
RWiftfr, t.r 

—T?f,‘— 

149. — R^t — 

143 — RTtrenr 

tftfRWTR, 

245 — ’Rir, yu wYt, R.R. 

—Rift— 

150- — 

151. —^t{V—— 

— T^t — 

1 45 — TFFPft 

tft ^ STITT, 
fisftlTJT 

^3 _ q, 

tft smmrcnM, 
tfty^TTr, ftftfitft, 
srmRtfi, a-. 3 . 

— Reft — 

— Rift — 

152. — Rift — 

14 6 — i_ '^^r^TPsr 

tft rp?, 

RTR — afrStTT, ft. — siTWnt*, 

T^IRT, 7.R. 

—Tift— 

153. —— 

—qtfr— 

tfr RRTtWIT 

RFR — ^foWrRTFTTT, ft. — %*R0Sr, 

-Riff— 

154. — Rfr — 

——- 

tfr ftfnrR, 

utr — ft. —-Titfitfir, 

TlFTOR, R.R. 

—rft— 
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[nmII—15? ?. (iii) j nm tt r, i993'^ 17, 1914 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

155, 3ir 5f^r faremr ?htt % fair 
flTOTTorfmfafl, 1991 

M8—n^fr 

«f‘ 

1 98—^irniw, "J.5T. 

zff ify 

<uR**! V 7?t ^ 1 

1 5 6. —*i£t— 

157. —— 

—n$r— 

149—wtra 

"ft flfa^T 5RTC, 
urn t tft —Tnpfar, 

"TipiV*, 5 IT. 

*ft 1 '—^t 1 ’rt^cT ^ Pjhii—* prt*r, 

5T^H?T 

—*?r— 

—ai^t— 

158. —*nft— 


aft IIRTT ITTH, 

ft.-^*?ft"rer, ft.-HWKl, 

3T1T ET^TfT 

—"iifr— 

159. —^— 

1 60- —— 

150—(ff.^TT.) 

aft t?T 

*rt* —ftrrcft ii^ 1 , 

•ft ifarrmr, 

tll-H—TT.— 

4Wins*, 

—"flft— 

—«rft— 

i6i. —<fl£t— 

—*nft— 

aft ''M’HftTH tlTf, 
iTR-^rttn, «fr. -Iwk^ht, 

Ml-* f, i 1 ^, dri * 

—«rjt— 

162. —<T$— 

—aft- 

aforcft ijraf Wt, 
nsftitft ifrcrr, 

3TTT Sftvr 1 

—a#— 

163- — 

11 51—ft™ 

aft TWift Jim, 

UT*T—g^fsTJT YfO, ft. -ffPTT, 

5tp3VT) frn: s^ur 

—«r$r— 

164. —«n£t— 


aft atom Jtttt, 
ft. *r ’ff^tr-faw, 
i^n titd 


165. — 

152--JT?THiT 

«ft ?fwrcr 
ft?.-aft^rt, 
ajpiVT, grit ste« 

—Vft— 

166. —"T$t— 


p jft 'fi < r^i 1, 

atpm,, ;r?n: a&r 

—«r^r— 

16 7- —— 


aft 

fTipTT-^ft rqjf, 
a fwr-^iTT’f, 

Sf^l 

—*<t— 

168- —«r#— 

—’W— 

"ft TTTTTsft 1 TW, 

ft. -ftawr, 

"3?n: a^r 

—<nft-— 

169. —— 

153—tVStTT (IT."*!.) 

«ft "j«u<n. 
irR-^imfwT 5 ^tt 
fto-'^Ta^^ftyr 
tarn: h^t 


170- —«t#— 

—aft— 

Pj ft tht ^rftn: 

VT^rn: 

tt . f^rm-Tftrm 

srtTT 1 

— 7 ft— 

1 7 1. —^— 

1 54—flfft 

ft. nrffaffT 

irnr-ftHjt; fma^, ft.-aan^, 
ftlHT-fpWT, a^r 1 

—*#r~ 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

172- urn % fair 

154-W#' 

«fr P^TiwiT, 

PvWt stP it Prf 

flreriT°r farfar, 11> s i 



h^tt ?Jif^r t ^ 



d'pR Sl^ff 1 

7| 

173. —Tp— 

—Tp— 

«f) mfar xPr, 
unr t P. -%P, 
ftRTr-irtm, Tin: spvr i 

—Tp— 

174. —Tp— 

155—fnfty 

«fr eriPr fw%, 

WTW T P, -PnfT. 

3lT8T-P'^T t mTT STVT | 

— Tp— 

175. —Tp— 

—Tp— 

P TTipT, 

*ft . -^Whfsr, WBTnTjr, 
wwr-JTtm, -tot sr^vr i 

—Tp— 

176. —Tp— 

Tip 

«f) tt twt w rtto Put, 

P. -PfpT TTT, 

. —3^nT*FJ^, ^rfOTT, ST^tfT 1 

—Tp— 

177. —Tp— 

—Tp— 

>P Tm grim, 

—Tp— 

OTH^pfT 

p. -3NT^r, fTRT-pTOT, 






TOTT 5f-W 1 


178. —Tp— 

“Tp— 

sft sptffcT flrt- 

—Tp— 



P. -5TTT T? -TrflTT ITTpJT 

TT. ftlHT-lfrw, 




tftR 1 


179. —— 

—Tp—■ 

r fpm fwr, *pr*r, 

£t wtoot, 

^r| h^ prST, 'TOT 1 

—Tp— 

180- —Tp— 

—Tp— 

«ft gprr fTir, 

TTT-tTpJT Slpf), P. -ETOTJT, 
fWT-^T; 

TOTflfar i 

—Tp— 

181. — Tlf) — 

—Tp— 

P UJTfP?, 

«rm—«T^M#ij?: 1 
frRT-lftm, 'dTl i 1 

~ TP— 

182. —-Tip— 

—Tp— 

PpT TOUT, 

■M W T 'ft, —ETOFJTj, pi {^41 ^1 

Tfnrsrr, tot srP* i 

— Tp— 

183. —Tip— 

— Tp 

P Pm smir, 
ttt-tttttjt, P. -*j%p 
fpTF—pUTT, 3x1 <■ ypl 1 

—Tp— 

18 4. —Tip— 

—Tp— 

*ft ^TTT 

—Tp— 



TTH—1T1W, 




P. -PfVK TmTT, 
form-Pm, tot-sPst i 


185- —Tp— 

—Tp— 

P JT1P£5 

TnT-ii'TfVfT, P. -mi 57, 
fprr—pun, 3x1 * sPrr i 

— Tpy — 

1 8 6 ■ —TlP — 

—Tp— 

P WTO ^TOT, 

tto t P. —xttjt jet ^unr, 

f3mT-pT>TT, 3TR Pm 1 

—Tp— 

187- —Tp— 

—Tp-- 

«ft *ftvr 
trnr— 

—Tp— 



gmr spr i 


168. —Tip— 

157—mrfpT 

»P aPr sprm, 

—Tp— 


m t P. -frrpjt z* tott, 
farar-Pm, mrr spur i 



18 9. — TlP — 

— Tp— 

■P arPmfT^TR, 

tto-titW P.-wp, 3rn?mT, 

—Tp— 



TyTT >T ?fw 1 





prtTT'II—::.(iii)] 


: Vfaf 6, 1993f*TFT 17, 1914 


30? 


i 


2 


2 


4 


5 


190. 3TR Sttw PitiM *TWT % fa™ 

ffafalT, 19 91 

191. —fat-- 

192. —fat— 

193. —fat— 

194. —fat— 

195. —fat— 

196. —fat— 

1 . 97 . —^nfy— 

19 8. _ - ar*fr— 

1 9 9. —fat— 

200. —fat— 

2 01. —far— 

202. —fat— 

203. —fat— 

204 —fat— 


158—9I5-MM0* 

1 6 0—Efa 681 

—fat— 

161— fan 

—fat— 

—fat— 

—far— 

162— f^rr STTSIK, 

--far — 

16 3—^ Vf T 

— fa — 

—far— 

—far— 

—fat— 

—far— 


’-ft 5T31TT frf^, 

?TM*KGI (fart), 'ft.-WTT, 

'Eft? ETt ElRT I 
>sft nfar jmrc, 
irra'-ws^fr, fa. -qfat frra', 
fan, mr far i 
«ft GW9IM ffa, 
famniv, Tt. 
far, ■?. 

«ft fafat* fa far, 
fa .-wiWTT, ffarr-fan, 
gwt far i 
■fa tw fa, 

1 TFT A fa. -SRfafaTT, 

ffar-fan, 3TR far I 

fa TORT 1TW, 

fa. —5VTg5<>T ETC, faff fa?, 

ffaTT-farr, 5J%RT I 

fa n*T+ RTT , 

fa. -fammff, fa. - fafa 

ffa-far, 3fR fan i 

nro-farr, fa. -fair fa, 

tffa) ^rrrfar 
fa *=rm unfi^T yj*f?rr, 
ffff-farCff, fa.-fapTT, 
ffaT-fan, 3n y 93*1 I 

fa VlM415<.’ J l 

ute—‘■R roffjr, fa. -mfaft, 

ffa-far, mT 94*1 1 

fa *f*fa ^TR, 

fa. —fafa Rff, fam, 

ar|<, jfar I 

fa faff SffTT, 

fa. -fatffaJiT, Tfasrfa, fan, 

dn < h3*i I 

faffa $7TR, 

f-iqtfa—6^^, 41i^rfarfai, fa*5T, 
TfR far I 

fa 

UTE—Ui73T9^ fa^T, 
fa. -3TOT JT fajT, 
fnrr-fan, wrTT far I 

fa JTFfa n'R, 
riff-fat yon, 
fa . -IT73J9T, faTJT, 
ffan-fan far i 
r fa vdmxm, 

fiifafa t ffarr-fat 

: 3tTT far I 


ffafaR fat ^ fa 
far Tfa ff 

OTW fa I 

—fat— 

--fat” 

—fat— 

—fat— 

—fat— 

—fat— 

—“fat— 

— fat— 

—fat— 

—far— 

—fat— 

—far— 

—fat— 

-fat- 


205. —far— 


165—faor 


fat 
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20 f„ TfT? atvr ftapTWr % On i b s - itcht 

Sl'qriV-r OlRfaR, ] 991 


3ft nn finr, HtsWt ®RRf *ft rltS tft 

xhtrir, ?pRr Rxtfr, 3 s. ^rsrt rtPrr RfrR if wwr 

^ i 


207- 

208 - 

209- 

210 - 

211 . 

212. 

213- 

214. 

215. 

21 (1- 

217 - 

218. 

219- 

220 . 

221 . 

222 . 


-R^t- 

-Rift- 

«ff l^t RTlft, 

313 - Wl, 3t - RRfft 
fjpRT - fftWF.., 3. 3. 

-Rift- 


-Rift- 

Sfl SR STR3 ftf? 
um - tatr «fr - •TRttwt' 

5RRR - RtTRTTT, 3. 3. 

-Rift- 

-R#t- 

-Rift- 

*ft RRR, 

rtr - trcsTRt'^ st, - RCTjrm^T; 
fa3T - R*tf, 3 . 3 . 

-Rift- 

-Rift- 

-*tf- 

«ft *mi rnr, 

«T3 - ’TTRTRTTl, St - fiW'RTJX 
ftnTi - RXtf 3. 3. 

-Rtf- 

-Rtft- 

-Rift- 

«ft 33 RTTRR, 

RRRRft, 'STRRtSTjX, RTtft 

3 . 

-Rift- 

-R$r- 

-Rtf- 

TR^S" wd W, 

nm - rjsArt, si -sotwjx. 
fafTT - RScft, 3. 57 . 

-Rtf- 

-Rift- 

lee - R^RTRffsr 

«Ft StfS fall, 

STRR Stt3- SJWT fIRC, 
ftmi - 3.3. 

-Rift- 

-Rtf- 

16 8- «rpft 

sft fTRT RfR, 

srs - Rtcrrflrrm, st. - 5 W 1 RT, 

form - REtf 3.3. 

-Rift- 

-Rtf- 

-Rtf- 

«ft mx, 

SIS - ^XstftfTT, tf. - WSXttflJRT'tf, 
ftffTT- RXlt, 3. 3. 

-Rift- 

-irft- 

-Rtf- 

4ff3?*R JRlT 7TR3T, 

313 - «flt, ftntWJT, 

St. - fttlRW WnpR, R«ft, 3.3. 

-Rift- 

-Rift- 

-Rift- 

«fr ytfTtf, 

in*T - *rnr*rr, 'rt. — ^^rFrifM, v^ftf 

ST. l 

- Tffr- 

-Rift- 

-Rift- 

sfi XT3R>T3, 

3TS - tmWyff RftTR ITT, fof3T - RTtf , 

3. 3. 

-Rlfr- 

-Rtf- 

-Rtf- 

«ft XTS f?T3RT, 

sm - RiiRtfT, s>. - ^mrprr, 

RRRmjC, <ff. - WJRTRT, RWft, 

3 .3 . 

-Rift- 

-Rift- 

-Rtf- 

«ft XR RK, 

913 - 381fl1VRT_ <ft, JXRfT RTtf, 

3,3. 

-Rtf- 

-RtftW 

-Rift- 

«fr Rffl^R, 

313 - ’StRTTJT, «ft. - RrTCTrtR, 

R?tf, 3.3. 

-Rift- 

-Rtf- 

-Rift - 

«ft 4rRrf.TR, 

STS - R3PTt, 3t. - RTRtrft- 
RXtf, 3. 9. 

-Rtf- 

-Rift- 

-Rift- 

'RTOfr »iwft, 

313 R st, - RTT? WrRT, RXtft, 

3. 3. 

-Rift- 


223. 




[3T3 II—’Jf 2 (iii)] 


3173 W7WiCWi 6, 1993/3T3 17, 1914 3 05 


1 

2 

3 

4 

_LLL l -L_LI_=^-_~^3 .. - — ,- 

5 

224. 

wi sftrc fftror 33T ft fftft 

3T3T7UT fftft33, 1991 

169- 

aft tut iun-r, 

tnn - 37! "TK, Ot. - WWT, 

7Tft, ~4. 3. 

fft3W3 wiftf mr iftf ft 

ftUTf 3lfftr3 7 1 16 ft TT8 Hj3 
7$ ! 

22 S. 

-3ft* 

-1ft- 

»ft <T* 38(7, 

urn - 

•ft. - Ttaiwft, 

3° IT 0 , 

-3ft- 

22 6- 

-7ft- 

-nfft- 

■ft 50 ? 33T7, 

TfUT - 73!>*t, ft. - TfVtqT, 
f3*TT - 3*ft, 3 

-1$“ 

22 J. 

-3ft- 

176-^1317 

aft *I®Ji 

utn- ijsrrftr < 73 , ft.-STm irft3 
37 ft, $. it 

-3ft- 

228- 

-3ft- 

-ift- 

aft ifrtfw, 

TTHT «T <Tt. - %TTTfT713t, 37ft, 

3. 3, 

-mft- 

229. 

-3ft- 

- 3 ft- 

aft Tftftm, 

TTFT - 1*4 18m, ft. - 3€7r<rrft3, 

Trft, 3. 3. 

-Tifr- 

230. 

-3ft- 

-3ft- 

aft vnfftr wxm, 

3T3 - VTft’Jt, ft. - TTFftjft 
snfra 37 ft, 3. 3. 

-3ft- 

231. 

-3ft- 

i8:-^fiTT tw: (sr.’ir. 

) aft jpft«r, 

ttw - ft. -cr^rrm:, 

W4-ftria'JT, 3. 3. 

-31ft- 

232. 

- 3 ft- 

i 8 4 -Pmr w 

aft 4TOT7T3 

Trnr-TOfwrw, ft. -ftarr 3T76T, 
ftrasy, 13 . 3 . 

-3ft- 

232- 

- 3 ft- 

39e-fimsromr ( 3 . htt. 

) aft tut, 

219/6, 313 Iwslpr, 
ft T5 (7. 3. ) 

-3ft- 

234- 


iss -ftray: 

3T%3 wft, 

Tf^OldlftTf IjftlT ft 1, 

ft. - Tmt 7rsrrc, ftr«r$7, 3. 3. 

“3#- 

22 5. 

— *rtfr— 

-3ft- 

ftnftr tori, 

vrft'jT, ftftisjr, 

3. 3. 

-1ft- 

236. 

-3ft- 

-3ft- 

«f 71?ft7, 

jTfsftjr, ftrnrjr, 13 . 3 . 

-3ft- 

23 7. 

- 3 ft- 

-3ft- 

aft aftTTPT, 

°33ftjr ftfsrtfr, ftr’ar'jt, 

3. 3. 

-3ft- 

238. 

- 3 ft- 

~3ft- 

*ft 'FmT>x MW tf\*, 
srsr^'jT, ^ < .^ 4^.7 5T. 

-3ft- 

239. 

- 3 ft- 

-3ft~ 

aft fm jmt 

5 ^ 37357 , ftfrgr^T;, 3 . 3 . 

-3ft- 

240. 

- 3 ft- 

-3ft- 

aft3ft 333 ftrftr, 

73 * 137 , ftft^rjT:, 3 . 3 . 

- 3 ft- 

241. 

-3ft- 

- 3 ft- 

aifr 3 T£ 33 , 

^ftrjr, iffWJT, 3. 3. 

-3ft- 

242. 

-3ft- 

-3ft- 

aft 3TJ^3, 

7SKIH3T, ftftlSJT, 3. 3. 

-3ft- 

2 43. 

-7ft- 

1 8 6 — 

aft 331^1 ^ 3 TT f 6 5 

3T3 - |3t^ Tfaft, 3 . ft . - 11 6, 
ftftSTJT, 3. 3. 

-3ft- 
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Trfa^r F r r ^ - h i 

371 

-5#- 

—Tift— 

Mt 'M u l TiTTP 

34 J 1 , vrf^rrr trst irft, 

$R7T, 13. S 

—— 

373 

—4sn#V— 

—Tift— 

Mt PS itTTi 

iTR—TTl'P, It —TtfTTT, 

TR7T. 7. T 

j 

1 

■Qi 

i 

1 

3 7 3- 

—--anfr-— 

—Tift— 

Mt 4RT S7T5T 

VZPfT, 3. 7. 

—Ttfr— 

.174. 

—Tift— 

—Tift— 

Mi iftjrT thr 

TpftT irfttt Rt r , 

7JW77TTT7 (Tft 7TT7 'TFTT Vf) 

7 S. 

—Tift— 

375. 

—Tift— 

—Tift— 

«ft TRir 

%UT ftT. T^iTST?, 7 T. 

—Tift— 

3 7 0. 

—— 

—Tift— 

Mt 71'4 3M 

7T. faMtf. it. faMtf, ^JTTt, 

7. S. 

—Tift— 

3 7 7. 

—t/1— 

•—Tift— 

Mt i|H 10 Pvt l~< 11 

T^TTT, JPfP", 

WPt, TTRSTi 7. S'. 

—^Tift— 

3 7 8. 

■snr s?»r fastR w if hr | 
mtrvw fortapr, 1991 

309 7*rrt 

Mt ITT MT TSf, 

OT T Mt*r TTT^r Tit 

7. S 

—Tift— 

3 7 9. 

—Tift— 

—Tift— 

MT 7T^ ITS 

TTT—fTTi’VT’-. Mt*T—77TT 

7. S. 

—rft— 

3 SO. 

—Tift— 

—Tift— 

Ml "77 *tTTi 

TFT—ST^TtTT, 

Tt*7—srsforr. 7. S 

—Tit— 

3 8 1. 

— T^t— 

—Tfr— 

#fTt RJFFTMT TSt 

Mt. fOoitfl 1,11;' , TTtVTi 7. S. 

—Tift— 

3 8 2. 

— 

—Tift— 

Mt ■’TTiftTR' TSt, 

TFT—yo’lTITftoT;, 

MP7 TT^T7 7. S, 

—Tift— 

3 S3. 

—nft— 

—Tift— 

7pt7; f«TB 

TIT—'CTRO'fl 71 !/ Ml, 7FFFFIT, 

7 S. 

Tift— 

3 8 4. 

—Tift— 

3 11 -iiori 77 

MT Ritnr TiftriT 

TFT—iMsi 

fSTT— m-’iarTiT, 7. s. 

—Tift— 

3 S 5. 

—Tift'— 

31 9-rtrr 

Mr o%r tt Mt wm 
itft t qrt*7, »Nt, faTT stTr 7 s 

—Tift— 

3 8 0. 

—Tift— 

—Tift— 

Mt fSTTl 

TFT — if^T, Mt 9>tr, 

F>RT TtTT. 7. K 

—Tift— 
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387. 

grr: ET^rnn 4 t»tt Em 

*mnr°T EiqTH^T , 1991 

3 1 O-UftT 

*ft. 

UoRTO, 3T5T 1. 1. 

fWh^T tstrF TT ^ vft 
TTp3^i '*> Tsf ^T Vft’tH ^ I 

388. 

—3#— 

— 

41 Tm&rwij 

W '*R7}41 41. 
iUrr— ttct, i. rr. 

—ur— 

3$ 9. 

3 90. 

—^— 

-- 

3'21-wfnv: 

41 4^rr<T 

TTHT—; T?T WT 

firai — Upy 7 - *■ 

41 fw4 TmTr 
wm *r tri Tit, 

%to4Et Ulm, i. i. 

— Uf— 

—Ur — 

3 91- 

—3#— 

— U 1 — 

41 farrj ttot 
nm a Ti. lErm, 

UE'jc T. 3. 

— 

3 92- 

—«nfr— 

3 28-»n41 

4r am^r ^<tk *rEmT 

174 — HEFtt ufir? tot, 
ht41, 1. 3. 

—Till— 

3 9 3. 

—ift — 

—Aft — 

1J . ffJTTFT 

■croft Ucroft, sroft, i. v. 

—U1 — 

3 9 4. 

— 

—Ur— 

41 arm wnn 

1/99 j 7¥ mrer, jfiUl granr, 
srofl, totc Unr 

—Tifr — 

3 95- 

—U1 — 

—U1— 

41 UEr 

is 0 / 4 . ’ftfEr TOffR, 
sroft, srrr sr^m 

—^rfi— 

3 9 9- 

—ui— 

—U1— 

^ 'jr T FT 

114, appTHT, JlEft, TOTO 5T%tjr 

—■«n— 

3 07- 

—?rifr— 

—- 

41 ^imr ftrw)T s/i, 
mtrrmmr rorc, 
smft, snr 3*w i 

-^ 1 - 

39R 

—— 

-- 

^"ifTTioT mUr 

1 2 0 , iRTrfWT, srrrfl, 
irnrsUr 1 

—ifi— 

399. 

—Tjfr— 

-U1- 

414twnml 

719 fftfUr rriU. frrftl, 

dU T SIT ITT 

—anfr— 

40 0. 

—U1— 

■—U1— 

TrT t~Hl J . 

stoWT.—4Et, aj l . —Trarofljc, 
fUn—pEft, 1 ?. n. 

—tfi— 

401. 

—U1— 

— wft — 

413444 

84, ' 0T % ail PI, 

bW, s. jt. 

—3ifr— 

40 2. 

—b#1— ' 

— -Tift — 

41 Ut? 

4«9, bt 7 ^rrisrT^, 

smft, i. 3 . 

-~^l-~ 

403- 

—— 


4lror¥Tf *rm (rram) 

37 3* VKfl, 
rt4l, to Urn 1 

—"T#r— 

404. 

—Ur— 

—Ur— 

41 titt ror fiimif, 

o.Ulihd, 3 56/1 7, TOT, 

nEft, 1 . n. 

—¥ifl— 

4 0 5- 

—^— 

—UV— 

41JJTOHTOt 

93 WT TOT, JTttfl 1.1. 

—5fr— 

4 0 G. 

— 

— U1 — 

41 tEEt flip; 

179 / 0 , mraETfe 

J 3Tt <PT«R, 1-X, 

—’Ul— 
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5. 

407. 

30P! snttr ffVR RRT fRTT jrrtJT- 
7R foofclO, 1991 

3 28—Htft 

tfr OTO OTR fOOTft, 7J33RT, 
rtttft, 3. 0. 

fooftto *oot 00 off ft ?on 
oifao onY o *frr T f 1 

408, 

—Oft— 

—oft— 

<41 Ot^O^lR 

1 56, 4PfRT ORtR, Elft 3. 0. 

—oft— 

409. 

—Oft— 

3 29—OOtOT (*1.40.) 

sfroRotur 

OR O' 01.—****.! fl, 

srftft, "3.0. 

—Tift— 

410. 

—Oft— 

330—03T0%T (*T, 40.) 

<ft30T3m 

of*—ooft q^ift ft .—toot 

03,41^4. 3. 0. 

—' 

411. 

—Oft— 

3 3 1—otter 

►•ftfoiRr 

189-^, 

^ i^fM, ^T. 5T. 

—oft— 

412. 

—Oft— 


<ft5?ft3 0RR 

tiro—qoft qijTft, ft.— tort, 

Ij\ 30 W Ifl, '4T1 y 

—oft— 

413 

—srft— 

33 2—404 (O. 70.) 

<ft TtofooR 

R3 <1 ft.— $TOtf 

030, ftoO-RRfcr, 3. 0. 

—oft— 

414. 

—oft— 

3 3 4—OOOlft 

<sfOofi froo 

trot—ci<fi t, ft.—foroi ortt, 
foRT—310^3, 3. 0. 

—oft— 

41 S. 

—— 

33 6—OtOtO 

<ft5orqT3 

opt—$T iq,4, ft.—owttjt, 405ft. 3.0. 

—oft— 

418. 

—-oft— 

336—ototo 

ffofOO, 1991 

<ft 313 3130, 

UTO-OOFJT, ft.—OffOT, 
feRftTT, 405ft, 3.ST. 

—oft— 

417. 

—Oft— 

3 3 7-ffiOtft (0 . to.) 

'ftfORIUft 

rtot * 30150 , 4Ht %£*;, 
flos—414 of—405ft, 330 non 

—oft- 

4)8. 

—47ft— 

33 8—OTt^OT 

’-fttproforo 

oro— riot ftfr, floo-oHo oifwjo, 
PfiftHHW, 3.0. 

-Oft- 

419. 

—oft— 

—Oft— 

sftOOTSRR, 

too—Torn if.— itoro, 

405ft, 3.0. 

—oft— 

420. 

—oft— 

—oft— 

«ftcftOTOO 

mo-—* toio, irf.—*07pft, 

405ft, 3.0. 

—oft— 

421- 

—Oft— 


<ftOOITtO 

too—ftoof, 3T.—TftOT, 

405ft, 3. 0. 

—oft— 

422. 

—oft— 

-oft- 

<ft oro togjr fo^ 

too—<yttm5<, ft —ooorcor, 

405ft, 3.0. 

—oft— 

423- 

—oft— 

33 9—fOOTt^KR 

<ft 0005010, 

tOO—ortqr, ft*3—0005*, 

ffrotowio, 3. 0. 

—oft— 

424. 

—oft— 

3 4 2—tterjft 

<ft oifto 'i. r 9i'<qq, 
too 0 ft.—3^501, 

405ft, 3TP toto 1 

—oft— 

42 5- 

—oft— 

3 48—OR 

•froiRwo 

OTO— 54050, ltfl5T. 

ft.—oro50> f rii— 1 71 1 3.0. 

—oft— 
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42 6. 


351 —ftfTTfamrrc 


fa-sfcR ainft «pt ^rt *fr 

427. 

^ fW-H, 1991 

—*n£r— 


f^rr— tPtp't ®W, 
s. jt. 

*ft^pr Cl 

spit zrfn if trwr 75 1 

—— 

428. 

—it— 


1 o-nr iffrpp, ft^rnrTT, 

3 . sr. 

sftWTrn' 

—rft— 

429- 

—— 

—'ifr— 

^nn\ IVi-Jimsi, sr. 

®fV 

—■rft— 

430. 


—*Tfr— 

njfm'p, 
farpJTRK, ?. n. 

«ft eifar grfsrift 

—5ifr— 

431- 

—^— 

333—1%RK 

niTirH-Ji Rprr, 
fatmvn, ?. n. 


432. 

—— 

353 — 

imr ?i Tt,—wrfp:, fftn, 
ffnnr> 5f- 


43 3. 

—Jf#— 

—— 

c R?nrRK, sr. 

P?fTP ^pTTT 

— 77 ft— 

43 4. 

—4lft— 

—^— 

T^iniHipn cl ir, stt'ttt, p. ff. 

fllrr^r fper 

—*r|y— 

43 5. 

—*r^t— 

3 54—ffiTTT (w. ■srr.) 

PFTPT PT.—^PT, 

mwmvr, mm, p. sr. 

fjlr 

—■#— 

43 6. 

— 5 / 1 — 

3 55—CTftrr^JT (%T.XT.) 

rprmrat, ‘^wrawj’:, 

(VtSflTPl, Z. ST. 

«frfq?t5rf%f 


43 7- 

—■"n£r— 

— «r$r~ 

rpfWy, m^Wi wthti, 73t. 
«frg4TTOfjm (titut) 

—^— 

43 8. 

—— 

356—34PWI 

'ruturrr, ftiTHraR, sr. 
jpfTSTTffiT 


43 9. 


—T[fr— 

unTPJT ^<TT, 

Tt— mmm, pitt, s.sr. 

H[R pi 

—Tift— 

440. 

—■<#— 


imr—^r, 

510133, 5T. 

■sft^ 


441- 


3 57—4TFTO%^m^ 

mwjrormrRM-, 
trprrr, z. sr. 

«fopftfa77TWIIT 

—stfr— 

442. 

—— 


2 5/3 4-rr JITrf wi, 

PTJTPP, STPTTT, ST 
’SftSR^JJTIXiJ'TT 

—t?1t— 

443. 

—^nfr— 

—«r#r-— 

24 / 66 ,'Prnt'TT'T, 
wnm, ^sr. 

'.ftifrifar 


444. 

—— 

-- 

30 / 55 , f^lOTHI, 
feitzm, trmr, z. sr. 

*ft 

—?nfr— 


10/46, 

57 Jft’7T, wpitt, i?, sr. 
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445- 

30R sYur faffR *HTT % ffaj 
1991 

3 57—BT<Rt 

< t'-HoJ|o[ SfH tv f 

5/15, 4>f(U 3RTR, 
ffnrnr stfpt, 3’. $r 

ffaMH ®tfa 43 fat fa ?r*ST 
4R3 if WWT 1 

446- 

-- ' 

—4$— 

•sft n'ftflR firs 

18/226, 37Pft fafa, 
ttnpfa, *nm, 3. 3. 

—— 

447- 


—anft— 

fa r«wt<t, 

2 1 /118, fefafaRr, 

VI'KI, IJrTT 3^* 1 

—3?t— 

448- 


—— 

fa 4RTPJT 
ja’ir^r 

9/31 0 , fafa *633T, WFTO, 3. IT- 

~3tr— 

4 49. 

—*f$- 

—— 

fan^nr*^ 

13/93, ?"9.6?H, 

atfyinfY, «rrnRT, 3 . 

—*nfr— 

450- 

— *ft— 

— 

fa Tpmr fa? 

9/392, fafaT33T, 

*mra, 3TR 335t 1 

—4fa— 

451. 

—*(jt— 

—9#— 

fa-afarfairfr 

lfi/l78, JJWTRT, 
tnTfatft, WFITT, 3.3. 

-3ffa— 

452- 

— wit— 


fa uni free fag , 9/674, fafa *r?7i 
3 . 3 , 

—7gt'— 

453- 

—— 


fa 5 ^ fHR , 8 / 222 , fff3 4ft TRfa, 
wmr, 3 , 3 . 


454. 

—nt— 

—*fr—* 

fa 3fa* J*R 3<tf JJBT HPFT, 0 /189, 

•fat farnfa, *rrm, 7 .si. 

--Ufa— 

455- 


3 58—TOm ^ 

8ft if rg<T fa? pw, 

10 / 40 , 4nrtr *fac wt, ] 

WRt, 3.3. 

—Tfr— 

456- 

—— 


fwr **atfa, — 63 7, irrmt iwt, 

3FR1, 3.3, 


457. 

— 


WlftT 033, 4 TTTrft fasW 3*R, 

*rr»m, 3 . 3 , 


458. 


—jv- 

*4t?T 5TTW, 8/392, fafi faJTR, 

WlTRl, 3.3. 

—Tft'— 

459- 


--Tft— 

^"fn?r mwM, 27 / 75 -f. nfa wiffat, 
t mrfr, tuto, 3 . 3 . 

— 3fa— 

4GOj 

—;; 


*ft?pT ^13 wi3, 5 / 144 , mm, 

miRT, 

—jit— 

461- 

— 

— 

w ftnrrft, fa- 21 —fa wort, 

13 .si. 

—wit— 

462; 

— 1 

- 

fa if|w 22 / 210 , mw fan 

fa^rr, utott, 3 . 3 . 

—W$\ — 

463- 

— 


fa vrsra j*tt, 8 / 173 , it^m faro, 
mio, 3 . 3 . 

— «nfr— 

464. 

—wt— 

— 

fa Wlffa RPfa f?T4T? 35 / 108 , 
'Ttf^RTR^Tr, 

WITRT, 3.3, 

—— 

405- 


— 

fir? ?ric smrrfl, *prcrpr?Y 

—wit— 

4«6 

— 

—— 

fa fat JfaR faFWtt 11 — 0 / ifa/ 5 £, 
mi 331:. OTSuf 6^3 % 313 
*TT>RT, 3.3. 

-Tfat— 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

( 5 ) 

467. 

3X3T pTOFT RTTT % 

iHd'FT, 1991 

3 58—WFtTT 

sfr SniN 19-1/6-#. 3 4, XTT'T, 

^frfpFTOt, WHRT, 3.3. 

fWhq «mf tt qrtf <fr ^ran 
<rfier •fill? Ff wqqtn r§ i 

468. 

“ 1 

—^l— 

■sfY ST# q?pqq, 1-91, FFT. 

WUTO, 3.ST, 


469. 


— 

3fr TT%?r fRTT 6/ 7 9, ^3n HT8TT 

WT»TO, 3. ST. 

—«n^--• 

470- 

— 

359 —irmr Tfoqq (w.Trr.) 

«f? STUTT FirnT'JT Flsrtt, 9/514, 
q?TYr «Ffr, jfWt Trrr, 

4rr»m, q, 

—ar^y— 

471 

—*1ft”. 

— 

«fl tf?^ 40 / 92 , 

tffrmr, aprirtrjT, 

3fTTTT (u.JT.) 

—ar^t— 

472. 

—TlfF— 


tfHrfft ppfk jqrA ^ trfVaT, 

18/197, ^ WIT <T*R, 

?TtefWi#r, 

«mr, 3.5f. 


47 3. 

“8#-- 

—«rj?— 

sfy fiTij, 12 / 132 , witar tpct, 

WITO, 3.Jr. 

—tip— 

474. 

—Tjt— 

300—8?TFTf 

«ft PriMV ?rm —331— 

5FT—poH^IMf, ’ifaTTr'E, WRTI, S.JT. 

47 S, 

— 

361—WTpH 

«f> sftrr SHtTrUT JT6TT ^. 8/98, 

*rFfrjrr, Kritf^r, s. sr. 

—'r$-~ 

476. 

~*?V- 

—#- 

«ft qVfa TO4 ST. 3 7/ 18 7-sfr, 

■ren, wnrr, tj.n. 

—*ryfi— 

477. 


—^nfr— 

«fl IFNIt HTT* sf. 240, 8f4ft7T, 

<fl.—imr, wpm, t.t. 

—#— 

478. 

—— 

—snft— 

■5ft TUT TTPTT, RFT-3RJT, 

—W*rfl\ flPTTl, 3.5T. 

1 

A 

! 

479. 

— *nf-- 


«ff r Ffl| urn 

Tfarft, *TT*irr, <?.q. 


480 

— T^l— 

362—(W.3TT,) 

sfV q*Tanf, 

qajTT, ffJ.51.) 

——- 

481. 


— 

tff tm 1%| 954 ?, qqxr, sj.jt. 

—Hf— 

482. 

— 

■— 

«ff tfq Rff tWWf, TT^fl, (MlPJ-rl) 
Ttnfy, *mr s.sr . 

— 

483. 

—*rifr— 


«ft «mpr Frf 

HXTifa dljqT, qqTJ, 7,S. 

—Tify— 

484. 


363-->WTT 

«f> mwr irfq * TlTT-TfsTffT,, 

wr*m, ^ . w . 

-wiv- 

483. 



vfFr to wftarr, 

WTT, 3.*. 

— qify— 

486. 

—sr^V— 

3 64- -®T?TT 

«fr jfhpw ftFe, q3?"'Ti— •rttrossiTm 
jrmrFwOT, fTffncqt ■ 
fsfTr-q-TTT, T.q. ’ 

q|l— 

487. 



sio httio fq.i qw-- srrqr qlqV, 

'll. qfq>"T--mf, 

(3.q.) 

--#-- 

488. 



'Tr TTrTTrT TrqTTt. qlqRr, 



fw—3.5T, 




t'RT'T Ti 

—WY 3(lii) j 

»TF8 ST7F Ytsiq^r: 

qrofar 6, 1993/<n«f 17, 1014 

319 

1 

2 

3 

4 

s 

489. TftT faff firtTR mTT % Pfa 

srrtnf'r ffarfmr 1991 

36 2—ifaTBPT (sr^o )' 

fa WT ; . fa* mo 7 fa. —"TT'Rr 
rr*fam-®T=rr s.jt. 

faqk? wrfa m fat fa w 

3TP?Fr ii UR'KiT 7* 1 

490. 


304—^TTI 

far mrm urn y fa —fterqinf, 

3*fa5T—TTfa, 3.ST. 

—T*r- - 

491 

— J){V— 

—fa>— 

fa fafak fa* HR—wy^tt, 
fa.mWTY, mfafa— , a5TTT— 

3 , 7 . 

—?fa— 

492. 

— 

365—JT7T 

fa fafa? fa* wr— 'mntft, Ywrat 
ffam, ^nfafa—«rfc, mrrr, ^.sr. 

— yr — 

493- 

- -84 r— 

-3*5%- 

fa *t 

npr-urm yt. mm, 

mm mrr jfaur 

—yfa— 

494- 

—— 


fa ^ fa* 

ffR 7 fa*? mYfa 

W^I ^,5f. 


495, 

—«r$Y— 

—«r$— 

fa farm* fa* anr t 7>, —mfrfa, 
farm, my, s.sr. 

--Y8>- 

496. 


~T»V- 

fa fa? T.nr ffar 3 ;, — 

mm, 3\sr. 

■ffa, — 

497 

—- 


fa <faTTM 
rriR ? fa. 

mm -J. 5 T. 

— wfi— 

493 


366—nrtR 

fa wrm mm vpr mra;, yt. mf, 
mp.r, gr.Jr., 

—«r*>— 

499. 

T 

1 

- - - 

fa srrmfft sm faimrur w, 
m$?T m.JT. 

— 151 — 

* 00 . 

— 

— 

fa m'faw mrmij fa^rw rnfafa, 
THTT, 3.51. 

—<#— 

SOI. 

—Yfa—' 

— — 

fa famrm nim-mm, it , w, 

mjTT 

--?fa— 

102 

— 

—T^— 

fa 7?rJT r?*r <n t-t ir v qTm, 
17. TRY, mjtT 3.JT. 

—— 

S03. 

—yfa— 

367—OR76TY 

fa rfasr 5 m* mr? rrr*r — 

fa. mfarp:, rp77i 3.sr. 

ir*JTw, — n'Y— 

504. 



fa qjf mn^, farm mni-s.sr. 

- - ?? r — 

505. 



fa farfa mm jj, fafaim, famimp, —?g%- 

rroruni, mm, ms. 

508. 

—’Tif'r- - 

— 

fa mrfaw sm* fa. fami-mr 

Ywr, rrram, 

mm, ms. 

—?5*f— 

507 

—fa>— 

368-?l«rW 

fa Ysfamw wro — Timrp, 
otvt, mrfa* ^ .yr . 

—— 

508. 



falfa mfa, 3*31 «T?T, 

YT. faffan *I«F.7T, 

mfas* 3 . rr. 

-?*r— 

*09. 


—Tfa— 

fa YY f**ifa rmr-fay 





*fmr, mrfaf, 3 .?. 
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510. 

an? rrtw ErErrn aai % fan 

affirm 1991 

371 —tj'fiTr 

v.At afoar 'At 

fli'H—aaW, wt AT .— aFR^?, 

VAXfr, trtffaf, aflT aim 

Oman iqq'f a?r qft$ at 
awr itr-fan a 

Wi Tf 1 

511. 


—At— 

3?«r Etj 

w—aoMT— imfrar at. — sarnr 

X X 

1 . sj , 

- 

512. 

— 

—At— 

«4Y am 

urn a afa?—a'laar, Ha if, 
a^UlfT a. ST 

—#— 

513- 

--AS>— 

3 7 2— 

sflifrfaafn Etg, (A(«m ) 
am— nrnjr, aY— apr, 
n'fl'off a . 57 . 

—At— 

514. 

--«r@t— 

—At— 

■iff fasq fny 

ow — «rtfar, q'r. — jew 

WraS, a. 57 . 

—At— 

5 1 5, 

—’Tjft— 

—At— 

«ff faAFTa 

UTir-TfRiJ, a>. — nfanfar 
wrta?, a. a. 

—At— 

516- 

—At— 

— T?fV— 

sfr wrar ?ra, 

tfm~fa%I THWflT, 
aT —'ffia win?, 3. a. 

—At- 

517- 


37 3—wt*t? 

«r> fm or a 1 # ntal 
qrm amirra^ win?, a. a. 

—At— 

5 IS- 


3 74— afar (a. nr.) 

«rr arn to 

arfte, wn, afan?, a. a. 

—At— 

519- 

—*nfr— 

37 7—Hhr 

am afm 

fa — EoYrsfr, ir.—anrnr, m.—Aiz, 
fjrarr—TPjn 

-At- 

520- 

—At' —■ 


sir ai%?T ntf, 

af Tmifr wfm?, a. a. 

-At- 

521. 

—A nfr— 

3 79—iJnl 

sfr Ow far? 

Tinfoil am, a<r? tram 
rarsrt, Hint- ■ wsaxrf a . a. 

-At- 

522. 


— arsfy-- • 

sfr arnsr 

n't --wt, ^atnrn, a. i. 43 , 

•wl jjamufF, a. a. 


523. 

--At'- 

— At— 

sfT m afar? 

nia—>j2ar *r.—?arfrfV. 

Fwr —amTwr, a. a. 

-At— 

524. 

--At— 

—At— 

«fr o?nrn 

nra—anifn, q'(.—rifrr 
fanr—mmnr? a. a 

—At— 

523. 

--At— 

—afr- - 

sfT rrafar 

a. a — 273 , iqwiia, nra?, 
fwr—yrmjnp; 3. a. 

— At— 

52 G- 

—At— 

380— 

*fr qra^asla an 
aia a at. — anr <r?p, 
fsnar— ^mnsnrr, a. a. 

-At- 

527- 

—At— 

- - At- - 

sfr ijaia 

am a at.—aWig?: wi, 
fwr—^TOsnrr, a. a. 

— At~- 
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528. 

333 51*3 firmer nm % fwt 

380--ferrf 

«fr 333 fo? 

ftofel sqOl 371 


WH1T«1 1991 


*ft.—fr«76fJKi?T^ iremr'nrT^ 

tori 3lfel fefe it 




fl)5rr—45P5911T, 3. 3. 

HfTliTt T| 1 ' 

529- 

- 

—4fr— 

«fr 

HW—3^ 33353, 

?r.—jp^rr qnrr, ftrai—sp???!^ 

—3^1— 




3. sr. 


530. 

—3ifr— 

—H— 

Sf1 fejfTt 





urn— 3*RTfy, m.-snfor, 

Fit <81-- 3. 51. 


531. 

--3^1— 

—3t?Y— 

*rl sr^>i 

*?y° —qrrsffttTi, fYqrf, 

faTH-q^SlS?, 3.51. 

--35I- 

532. 

--3^1-- 

—H— 

sft to fur? 

--3?>- 




aR--3fyTr3i^ ) sr. --sfreire, 

-5H^5T^7, 3. 51. 


533. 

~3$;-- 

--H— 

«fr TT^S 

—arfl- 




aw w zr.—wwa 





rw--mxmt^ 3.3. 


53 4. 


—sf^y—. 

*ft *rt. gTH 

-3?>- 




77, qtfwir urra TO^rr *31, ^f, 
Psi5Tl--3[TTl3i!IsT?, 3.3. 


53 5. 

--3^1-- 


*ft $€r fto 

3T3 3 ^T.—fj^T, 
pSTUT3. 51 

— 3^1— 

536- 

—3gt-- 

-4fy- 

«ft 9RT 

313--arow®fr it.- ^wrm, 

fctiTt- - 37J7391S3, 3. 51. 

-3f1- 

537- 

384-- 

*ft 313%! 

313- - 933771, 97.--few, 
r33T--3rf33rqK, 3.3. 

--*$-■ 



538- 


—^ - 

sft fen 33TT 

313 3 9t. — 3l‘"!‘5fr, f3W.— 3ffer3!3l3, 

~3Tft- 




3133 3^<r | 


S39- 



#1 313 331 

-3|1- 




313— 31f3T 3^31, 

f331--JTrf3313T3, 3. 3. 


540. 

~33l— ■ 

385—(W.TTT.); 

3fl3 973 

---3f1- 


-- "3?1— 


313 3 9t, "31333, fen—33?3 W|t ; 
3tT 3 Sfto 1 


541. 


ffT 333, 




—H— 

313 3 qt. —317193, 
fell— 33733^3, 3. -3. 


542. 

313 firs 

313 3 it.—7|T33l3r, %3T-—33^33^7, 

—H— 




—snp 1 — 


3.3. 


543. 


twr 313 

—3 #— 




3T3 3 91.—3331^3. 353t3,' : 

544. 


—3$i— 

fen 33733^3, 3030 

31^3 33 

—H— 


—3tfi— 


* f+ ' 1 ' 1 3. 21, 10 31. 53131, 

?fi331 333, 3^3*; 3, 3. 


545. 

386—feim? 

«f1 31313 

^331--fWT323, f33T—33733^, 

--35I" 


---- 


— 

■3W3 51^3 1 
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546- 

WTO U^W faUTU 4TW1 % Epr 
TtfqTJTiT pTutTO, 199 1 

3ao—frorouuru 

ft tor 

ur—wtotttojt, tt ,—furoTOurru, 
r, 13T—WTO 4^V| 1 

PrIto *tu1 to ul 

uifww uroi if 
UTOR 7$ 1 

547. 


—u$t— 

<sft jtost 

u, 4. io, UR—fTOTiT wruh, 
tt,-- fuTOTTtuTU, fron—^M'4 hi$ 7, 
w. u. 

—u?r— 

S48. 

.— iff— 

-~7(fr— 

ft sn^f^u ufro 
ft .—wiiu fur, Fnr?TRTT, 
f3RT--fTOUWT, W. FT. 

—— 

549. 

—U$T— 

— — 

ST. JJUTU TOT wmt 

if, 4. 8 8, wuluiTf, fWTOnni, 

WTOTU—TORRTO, 5. FT. 

~u$— 

550. 

—U<}T— 

387 — ’■msrH- 

«fl TOW 

UR—TO UtlT, TTU^l, W. U. 


551. 



ft fAtiw 

ur— ujYwT'ftu’jT, FwnrH, «, sr. 

-*if— 

552- 

—u$l— 

38 8—UtfalTUTU 

«fr TOTTOR 

232, mi, mfTOWTT, WTO JT^Ur 1 


553. 

— 

— 

ft fwtr»5' 

324 , $wmtt wur, utPftoutu, w. u. 

—U*l— 

554. 


--uft-- 

ft 07IJ, 

UR—TOTT qU, 515 ?, 

Pron—uTfaururu, w. u. 

—U4f— 

555. 

556. 

- 

-- 

—-u$>~ 

388—mftruruTU 

«ft T^R <w4t 

ITI—orT /14 ^ mfronuiu, 

WTO 5T*VT 1 

TO. TO7UTW 

VlfttH, UR- ' ,^4T, wt^TORT, 

UlfTOUTU, W. U. 

—Ta>— 

■—— 

557. 

—— 

—T 5 V-- 

5ft Rtotw 

f-32, TOTO-23, 7TTORT, 
mfwmuTU, w. u. 

—U 5 I-- 

558. 

--u$T— 

—uaV- 

«fr to fWtr 

ns—urfrotfr TOT, TOTR TOT, 
UlfTOUlU, W. U. 


5 59. 

-~U$T— 

—u*3-- 

P 4V 

*fr-254, ^PTC, Tnf^rqr^l^ V. 

—Ugf— 

500. 



«fl vfimmw fwf 

UR—TOJtTwT, SRTJT, toJtT, 
srfwuRiu, w. u. 

—u?r_- 

561. 

—— 

—ujt— 

# WTOR 

UR—FTTfUrUTU TTWJT, —'EfTORT, 

utfronrou, w. u. 

—arqt— 

562. 

—Tjt— 

389—IJWTTOUT 

sfl tort uiru 

161 , sftwt u^V , hiPhrhh, w,u. 

—U 5 I— 

563. 

—U«V— 


<rl U^J'H ttor 

6304/889, TOW UTO, UTfaUITOU, 

WTO UTO 

—u?f— 

564- 

—?$>— 

—U«F- 

ft frorw 

ifFTJT, fiRT—1TT5, W. U. 

—u?r-- 
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5^5. r«rw ^ fa* 

Mini ■? 7 T fn^K^r, 1 99l 

s *■>——ifjnvniT 

>3i 37PT, 
in. Tiz.jjTm-Ti, 
irrfjTirmR, 7 3, 

f-wVf «mi tt Tit ift Stot 
T l^FT 37?T *r TTWT T ^ 1 

5e6. —«nfi— 

— 

«fr nifrjFn, 

ifTf-SpTTWTC, 7 JT 

—tnfr— 

5H7. —«nfl — 


q‘f f^rt^om, 

8 8 3733-123, inr^IF, 
ifrfipnSTT, If.If 

—*—^T^f— 

5 (is. —*£;— 

Sfift. — 1 —^ 

4 40—=>TTC|4T0T 

—3?r— 

sir *rtt 3, 

3T3—wm, WtfmT, 3.3. 
sir WHIM 10 tfF^T, 
if nr—pftfr, 13 fa?rr, 7.3. 

—3lf- 

—3fr— 

=170 —37!'— 

—w— 

Hfl CfTJT. 

bVWT, 333<£r, 7(777, 5, 7 ST 

—*n?t-— 

5 7 1 —37'— 

—31?f— 

’srrtrrwr t»7, 

49, TRRT fe, 

T nf^rrnrr^, ^. sr. 

-- 

5 7 .:• —37— 

573. —3ifl— 

-iflf;- 

—*rtfr— 

?tV ‘ft 7 '-™ flprcrr, 

1 U -[ 9, tfrf^PTT, 7 *• 

«fi f=TfWrPTT, 

1 1, IT»2I^TT. 
ir rffFfJF . f a 

—vjf ■■— 

—qrjfi— 

5 7 1. —3it'— 

■—— 

XT! TWTH, 

ffiif—7imr, Tl'toT?, 3. n. 

—^nfr— 

5 7 5- —3#i — 

— orx r — 

«fr rntonn ani, 

iff-5ifisr 35ft, *fi€nr‘n, 7.3 

—3?fr— 

5 71>, —— H - 

~3#i— 

«r. itjr, 

^Tra.TT ITS, 3Vfi3 J i7, 7.3 

—3rfr— 

5 77. —3&~ 

—7?fr— 

wr win, 

3fl73T3T7, twi?, 7 3 

— 7?>— 

57 8- —<nf.— 


«fr wi’t, 

fjJTTPiiiCP, fTTWr, 7 3 

—TJT- 

5 7 4. —'*#(•-- 

—vf.r— 

>*r jw . 

TTl^T— 

—— 

58 0. —371'— 

;; ti i —frj* (w. tt . ) 

fa%«. 

3 1, 3MI3 5T*R. 3Tf73TTT7.3 . 3 , 

-*#l— 

5S 1 ■ —*rif! — 

—- 

5(17 7TT. 

317 31> . — ST4TT*T, 
tTTT TTfsTTTTTT, 7 3 

—3ifr— 

58‘i. —7^— 

—w— 

’’WST TTJT-, 

I 611, '3 11 7T-lfr, KTT?, 

7Tf77T713. 7 3 

-- 

58.4. —«tifr- 

— 331 — 

«fr ^mFT, 

fjfTT TTftnfTTTT. 7.3. 

—Tiff— 

5 8 4. — «r?fr— 

—t*— 

tfr 37 ft rjr, 

3T3 3 7T. — 3>HT 7T3, 

f77T 3^7, 3 3 

— 1 — 


200 C. 193—5 
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58 5. fatfFT 881 % FrT 

Trnrrr'ii faote, i991 

3 93—■8pT'RpTT 

*81 JTffl'TT, 

ttt— tem& tt. -8f, 
frr^r—iTTftwtw, ~i it. 

finite Ktnff tit >T?f^ *fr 
Titer TTp ir WTTTR 3^ | 

58 G. —Tff— 

—T»P— 

eft tfRTirfiK, 

T~r: 11 ftTTfP TFT, 

1 458 *nfTmnr, "3. si. 

— 1 Ttff— 

58 7- —*n£i— 


«fr srmfn;, 

TIT^^WJT, 0?.—fTJt, 

f^rm— orfoprmT, -JH (. jt4w 

—Tip— 

58 8. —Tfl— 

~t*v— 

eft farra trpjnrar, 

1419 ——o ?.—tpftt, 
f^rrr—Jpz, ?. sr. 

—*rp— 

58 9. —TSf— 

—rfr— 

'41 5^%UI f%?, 

PItot, irpjrftwn:, 

!TTfA|8l4l4, U.5T. 

~r$r— 

590. —— 

—— 

*fr yFifai?, 

uw—vraoH'R,, njj. —Tf 

Eli m i nitem*, 3. it . 

—Tip— 

591. —T$f— 

3 9 9— r '.<41 "lTS 1 Tf (TT 3TT 

) jlnta?., 

tpt w tt. — , te, 3 . jt . 

— Tp— 

1 

1 

—anflr— 

erraifr ts^rt, 
irm—urm fftem ott, 
pTS,3.IT. 

— 'Tfr— 

593. —— 

~*rtP — 

HWTRfft? 3^1*3.41. fafipT, 

4’T*(|iT, HitWcT, 
ft35,3.5T. 

—wfr— 

594. 

400—W ITT 

«ft ter, 

IT.—JJTrTTTT, 

*rrr>» mhi5, 3 . t . 


59 5. — — 

--Tip— 

*sfr TTTlW 'pT TO( fftif, 
dW—’T^TIJT, vt . —tAt, 

Pts, s.t. 

—T(ft— 

596. —Tip— 


“■ft 

3TTT HRW, ?tWV, 

TTfrpTRTT, 3 , 9 , 

— 

597. — mp— ]j 

—Tjr— 

eft aflFl fftf, 

OTT— 1 ftTift TRT THTJT, 
25-<niff3T,iJTTWlTiT, 3.T. 

— *t— 

598 —Tp— 

401—TWIT 

eft if ITT TR 

STFITtl, fTTT TtW 

—TTjt— 

599 —Tip— 

4 20—T^STp 

»sft firPrr <rnr, 

678, ter HTTT KRR 
*fr?r,3.5T. 

— Tip— 

600. —Tip— 

—T$— 

’Sft TTVR*K, 

841 <9^3. l i, 

983—TftfWrejT, TTR, 

fii 31 — ti r< fi 1 j r 13, 5 , 


(101- —Tip-- 

—Tip— 

*ft T(CTTTR, 

Tfrrft ftf^, 'ite-'HTiM, 
ftt3T~3.If. 

— 
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- 602. 3TTT 3^71 PrETPT WT % finj 
flTSR'qfaqt'TO, 1991 

423- -<T$ft 

sfr^r^r, 

htt — itqtfrTOt, qrTOr, 
*tfU£T,3.3. 

fqq'hPT sqqf qT q?t^ ff TOT 
Tlfro TTO 3 3WT Tf 1 

603. --Tft— 

— «nfr — 

«jt ErTTO ST5FT, 

itt . — 3f3R, in 3Tsrrc, 

TO5,3.3. 

-- 3 ft— 

604- — 3ft— 

— qft — 

«ft rfrwrtiif'jffTrr, 

Oi'tWl^fT, rtwHo, 

5TO^T, U.3. 

—3ft— 

605- — tft — 

— 1 3ft~ 

«fr TT37T TTqf, 

118—T*T+t6, ifT;Trj3, 3.3. 

— W~ 

606. —— 

—it— 

«ft Tf^r f6TT, 

1 5 2 — E r 2 i ", 1 i’ < TFTTH^ 

3.51. 

—it-- 

607- —3ft— 

—3#— 

qjqrft ^ww, i 
3 ^ 22 / 6 ,^. 113 ,ft.ft. Tmtft, 
^pr^T, 3,3. 

-it— 

608. —3ft— 

~3ft— 

*ft Tpfcf 333TH, 

1 6-*T, *3 Tt3, 

3.3. 


609. —3ft— 

~3#— 

I ff-f *1 QTFT, 

-it— 

610. —3$t— 

424— 

«ft fTOtTT J3R, TlTgpfr, 

333/ 8,^TT, nt|f?(TT, 

^TT$3, 3.3. 

—it— 

611. —'31|t— 

--3ft— : 

ft BRTtftliSfJiJiIT, 

2 4- - far ft^T. 5fCRpr, 3.3. 

—3ft~ 

612. --3ft— 

100— 

4t ftrnTO, 

wm httto, qr. fTOfi, 

TO33: (3.3. ) 

—It— 

613. —3ft — 

—#■— 

ft qftTnr, 

WT*nrfe3Tft,TY. 

3*39* ( 3 . 3 ,) . 

-It- 

614. — «rsft — 

~3ft— 

ft gtsr, 

3T3 33)33 fm, TO IT TOUT, TO, 
f’srrf?, tot* ( 3 . 3 ,) 

— it-- 

615- —3ft— 

616. —3ft— 

617. —Tift— 

143 — TTr3<r3 

158—ATjwnnuT 

-- 3 ft— 

ft fsOu % 

3. f, 17, 3Rf3JT3, TfW33» 

ft TOTOT»TT, 

MlfaiR 3TW, qt, TltTfr, 
ft 1 **! ( 3 , 3 .) 

«fr ftr«qf«K, 

3T3 3 qt. TO5PJT ftTOt, 
qprr ( 3 . 3 ,) 

—it— 

—it-- 

--qft-~ 

618- — 3f"t — 

3 —T3 3TOT 

ftTjroffis: 3 

3T3—3ftft, 
qrftqfft, 
ftlftt 3$3r3 1 

—it— 

619. — 3ft — 

4“-* 

ft 71 TOT fw 

313—RfTO%T, 
qt. —3773 fqqqro 1 *!, 
qq%7TT, 
qtft qfTFT, 1 

3. 3. 

—3ft— 
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620. 3TIT RTW RIJTIW, frWFl 
FnVNFT, 1 99i 

q«T % friti 6 —spirt 

5TR,—T7*fl, 
tt ,—$ttmt5i, 

fm — 

■PT 9777 snif nrr tN? 
?fi37 7rr5r it ctjtTH 1 

621. 


i s— 

sfrtRfcftT. 
fasTTfl—wrrofnrir 

M rft q i <n i 4 .-i-g-i i,, 
r ji f ,i t—H^9 r i3j r 

w. 

—w— 

622- 

—atft— 

9 2 —^nrncTO 

"■ft TRTF^tR TI 
rpt n Tt —"jTfmr 
fa'll-7. 

—771— 

623- 


—*r^>— 

*fl IRTT ST7TT9 

9TR—®#fr, 

%FTTmrn t 

n^Mn, . ST. 

—5i?r— 

624. 


92—7trrtR3; 

»ft TTWJT 

jfr. —st irar, 

Spinra, 

^Aiiq, 

T. J7. 

—*r,— 

625- 

—Rift— 

97 —'J33TT 

jfnn^^rPT, 
urn. ttV.—*M n. 

tar-—Ti'^Tpr 

z. sr. 

—#— 

626- 

—Tift—- 

— 

<5frRrfV RrrraoT 
rfraT^%r, 

<ft.—mfnrr, 
firm—37*01, 

7 . sr. 

—w— 

627. 

—arfr— 

100 —*i$ln! 

(frefirr snw 

h r^Tj *?ntnT^, 

x. 

—wt— 

628. 

—-nfr— 

— *t— 

nftlTfWT 

VI*T—<t<* <i T^TT, 

*fr, —^faurnr, 

—71ft— 

629. 

-- 

101 —^ 

aft tmrr 

33 6 TTRTT7 rpufr ^4*7 

MSI 6®, 7. JT. ’ 

— w~ 

630 . 

™7#— 

—— 

sftim^rm 

tuflHirfa, 

71ITiI TT*ft, rFft,^ 

^T J 9 r 1'3l; Z t IT . 

—m— 

631- 

— Tift— 

—<nfr— 

“H 7771 <Tf£, 

7, 'rfRflaiO JT'Jl’Tirf^i, 

*?*5f*T3ij ^. ST. 

--Tift-— 

63 2- 


un-ww <rf>w 

Hr ti% ij4fr. 

475/1 s-r, tvj x%*r Tr* w, 

— *refV— 

633 

*-*f^r*^ 

i03-rr«7T3; qm 

«ff 3 ffrfr»r sran, 

103-^61717, 

7*731,7.51. | 

-7?l“ 

634. 

— 

-iflft- 

sfr RlfRl* 17 ^ 7 , 

180/41 nfTRT KRilitl, 
7*73! 1 

-7jr- 
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fj'J 5. 3T1TsfrS tons SST C ftw 

1 0 4-TSTS3: sS^r (S*fc 

’•T'So, STsft Ssr, 

toriss amt ss mi «ft ssrr Trftor 

swiss tortss, i»m i 


t 

=RS S SSS7T l 

rt:i f». 

-sift- 

«f. ftsSS SSi*, 

S S. 5 54/160, WEHTO- 
TTrSSSlS, TflSSS 1 

-sift- 

fro 7. —«nfr— 

-Sift- 

«fisV sms, 

1 1 9-S jtsrjT SfTSTT. 

TTirm? i 

-Ttfr- 

sun. -sir- 

105~sftspfrSST 

*sfr wrc.ifr. futSTgr, 
sifts J5ST ifstflirs, 

Wr3!l 

-sift- 

or. 9. -sift- 

-sift- 

RfaftST JSP., 

STS TRYSTS 

sr. sftstr, ^stira i 

-sift- 

S40 —«nfr— 

-*th 

TTTSSTS 

sts awft sstn, sr^sst. 

St, HWI, SSIST 1 

-sift- 

mi. -sift- 

-sift- 

ifriSHTJSTT, 

STS STSS sfVSS, 

St. ST'5STTT5TSS, SSWUi 1 

-sfr- 

n-r’. —q-ffr— 

i on-ifwiT^rmssi 
fflr.sT ) 

*4t SSStS fSTT, 

STS sa^ftr SSTT, ST'si, 

SJ. SftST, SWS3;, -J.S 

-Sift- 

six -sift- 

l jo-jfirSiTPjT (w.sr.) 

’fttossisTS, 

STS Stfwj?, St. HSTfeft, 

’Iff. tfSOST, flpST S'TSTS'f 1 

-sift- 

644. -S^l- 

-sift- 

nft stippfw, 

STSSSt. stssf. 
sj. stfrts, yism> i 

-sfr- 

645 -*nf<~ 


MTTT^5STS, 

STS SifTtST, 

St. SSR, fsstssft, S.s. 

-sift-* 

64 6. —nfr— 

1 7 l—iTJTST 

*ft smis, 

STS SSST, "ft. STSTSSS, 
rssrfsrrtss7, 7.S 

-Slfl- 

64 7. si?:- 

1 7 1—vrsi 

«ft forspiSTR 

STS—^STl', 

St,—wssft, 

ftlST —foi»l4 SST, 

-sift- 

9 48. -Sift- 

—Sift— 

^t toss 4' rj,j i 

STS—STifST, 

St,—TfftT SISK, 

tost—ftrgrf srp- 

—-Tift'— 

6 4 9 -Sf'l- 

171 —stffr 

«rt 

y iM-—*fpT, 
t fT.—*lW t 

41 ^ j ^ j r r - 

—Sift— 

6 50. -Sift- 

'6 5 1. -STJt- 

1 75—SWlffT 

176—ftfJUM* 

"ft SVS fifTOTT 

WT—f*fc»T, 

St.—fttSTT, 
fimT—ssft 

lft-&HW7fT 

STSSSt. —jtfttT 
ssfti 

-Sift-- 

—sift— 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

652. 

3TTC 5Tfar fw*r TW % fal* 7PT 

faster, 1901 . 

184—(OH'IPS 

tftmftnmnfrtff 
upt— i 41 ^, 
ft.—srstft 

ftWJT, 

3. 5TI 

ftfftn 3nff srr 9'rf sft if*i «rfara 

9uft f *r095«fq[ i 

653. 

—T^T— 

338 —imm 

sfftft smtfr^fr, 

0T0—’TTrf, 
ft.—90FT, 

fVtsrnrrc, 0 . n. 

-—9T>— 

6 54. 

—9ft— 

354—TTTTT 

(tr. ht.) 

«fr ■»n3T f%i 5 
iW, 
wtijnrrs, 

MMKI 1 


655. 

—0ft— 

—0ft— 

«ft wFrfrr 

9THt 

fwt9OT9T, 
y. i 

—’'ft— 

@56- 

—9ft— 

356—WTIPI 

sftTl^T 

0ft afWjT, 
ft.—«5lHUU4, 

WFTtT, ^. 9. 1 

-^SjV—" 

6 5 7- 

—«(^r— 

3 80—4J’.1000T 

sft BftRTlT, 

33 «ft STCR 
ft, —^11C^ | 

0. 9. —1089, 

0<I4H0C, 

fW—>nf>niwn, 
u. y. i 

—9ft— 

«sa. 

—«rft— 

63— 

«ft Muratf 

PrTRft—90#, 

IT. —ftTT ?0T#T, 

SlT^SlfljTI 

—9ft— 

059. 

—9ft— 

— 9 ft— 

sftTTffar, 
ft.—fNtmm, 
i 


066. 

—srfr— 

—0ft- 

<ftTnr 

ft.—Aftrrj'rm, 


061. 

—9tft— 

—9fr— 

fa? 

ft. Rt.--0010000, 
stifle 

1. 9, 1 j 

—9ft— 

062. 

-9fr- 

— 9fr— 

sft tw ITS* 

0T9—TftTT, 
mfsnftjf, 

9. W. 1 

—wft— 

983- 

—9fr~ 


sft wmsmw 
ft. — 010! fn, 

3 . y. 

-"9ft- 

004. 

—'9ft— 

J 

* 

? 

1 

af\ $919 J9(7 
ft.—TT07t TJTf 

ftWT, 

STTffl^hjT 3. y . 

--9ft-- 

8flS. 

-- 9ft— 


tfrvfoi fTTrr 
<ei— sprnnr, 
qt.—twr niTi, 
ftWfT, 
srifjr^, 

3. H. 

-9ft— 
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1 2 

3 

4 

S 

666 T^T Sttjl fwi^ fTHT % fa 6 VT 
Pr^T'f?, i99i. 

«3— 

-9T 6«3l6 
it. —sr-n.-in, 

vrijTi^rjT, 

V. 6 . 

f46?44 ! 44T 61 Tit *ft 66 Tl T|f*p!T 
TT 4 # 664-;6 TT t I 

667- —3$— 

— 6 fr— 

#1(4414 3,614 
<fT. - “3/47431, 
fHf-ilp-, 

4 6 . 1 

—3<V— 

66 ft. 6 . 51 ftUM 66 i % faq 
( 4^44 1991. 

l55.-^66ty 

"4141.6 714 9T?4, 

614 64? iT^r, 

4l. ?I7 T r, 

343T4T7l4, 

3147? 4>3T 

h.*.) 

—«M$V- 

669. --«$■- 

—aflft-- 

■ 6 ! 6 . 4ar, 
rfttfTTI 'JTT41 *Tfrt\ 

S^'F- 

3r?Tq6 Tfnr, 

(3. 6 . ) 1 

— 41ft— 

679. 6 . 3. isTBTH flWT % FHT iTraiW 

229—46141 

►fr 4 i 4 f, 

—4f?— 

f44fa4„ 1991. 

(V. 3T, ) 

66134161, 

4W1 4!6T, 

it. 4*. wtift 
(i.a.) i 


671- —*r$— 

“ 651 — 

*ft7T6%?T, 
fTRRl «’> 6 l 6i4T, 
fTr^ Util?, 

( 6 . 3)1 

-*$?— 

672 . 7. 51. faSH 661 '* flT TT-ftnW*, 
1992. 

63—016^ 

tf? 0*^)1 «Tlf, 

ftrra? mf, 

It. 6 \tW 6 T% 6 , 

imprtf'jT- 

( 5r - *•) i 

-4^- 

673- — 6 #-- 

—*?f" 

#1 Tt %6 ^ 6 R, 

41.—6161 ■fV, 

(*-»■)' 

--^&" 

6 7 4. —Wfr— 

— 6 #V— 

#r 3,i6 ?r?, 

HR fa4T%, 
feme' r 
(*• 3.) 1 

—Tifr— 

675. tj. 6 . f4ST14 66T%PlT7 SWffipte, 
Pl<rf44, 1992. 

63—fflTTp 

^6?nf5JT 

316. 6 .4? —«T 6 Tn>, 

( 6 .3 .)1 


6 7 y. —' 

—3flT— 

«f? %.ifr. 6361, 

6 . 6 . 2404, 

4?.—f*T 6 Tm, 

fj56T — 51 HfliT 7 , 

( 6 . 3.) 1 

—3#r— 


[4, 4. 91] 

61*4 %, 

nwrc 4f44 i 
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- elect 7on commission ofIndta ^ ~ ~ " 

ORDER 

Now Delhi, the 7th December. 1993 

O.N. 42.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidate specified in 
column 4 of the table below at the General Election to the Uttar Pnule-,h Legislative Assembly as specified in 
column (2) hold from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the rules made thereunder as 
shown in column (5) of the said Table : 

And, whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said 
failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of tlto said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in Column (4) of the Tabic below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member 
of either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 
years from the date of this order :— 


TABLE 


S. Particulars of election 
No. 

No. and Name of 
Constituency 

Name and address of contesting 
candidate 

Reason for disquali¬ 
fication 

i 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legisla¬ 
tive Assembly, 1991. 

3—Deo Prayag 

Sh. Lalit Mohan, 

C/o Negi Tailoring House, 
Porwal, Tehri 

Garhwal (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

c 

"O 

1 

rl 

3b—Suar Tanda 

Sh. Anwar Khan, 

Vill. Kberkhata, 

Post. Sarkada Kims, 

Teh. & Distt. Moradabad 
(U.P.) 

—do— 

3. —do— 

70—Lakhimpur 

. Sh. Anil Kumar, 

Moh. Nai Basti. 

Sama, Petrol Pump. 

Sitapur Road, 

Distt. Khiri (U.P.) 

—do— 

4, —do— 

99—Malihabad 

Mina Kuinari, 

Moh. Takiapir Zalil South, 
Kaisarbagh, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

1 

o 

1 

—do— 

Sh. Babu Lai, 

Vill. Harchandpur Kanaura, 
Post. Maniknagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.). 

—do— 

6. —do— 

100—Mahona 

Sh. Krishan Alias Kishan Lai. 
Mehcnditola, Aliganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

7. —do— 

—do— 

Madhubala, 

555, Sector-G, Aliganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

‘ —do—*■ 

S. —do— 

-do- 

Sh. Islam. 

178 Uzirzvan, Gomtinagar, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

9. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Girish Pandey 

41/557. Post. Tur'fal 

Ahmed Marg, Narhi, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

10 . —*<iO"— 

—do— 

Sh. Pyare, 

Vill. Gwari, 

Post. Gomtinagar. 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 
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4 

5 

11. Genera) Election to the 

100—Mahona 

Sh. Mukesh, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 


108-Waisi ki Maszid, 

account of election 

Assembly, 1991. 


Lucknow (U.P.) 

expenses. 

12. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ram Sagar, 

Vill. Salohnagar, 

Madrukh, Lucknow (U.P.) 

-—do— 

1 

•3 

1 

—do— 

Sh. Sanjay Tiwari, 

61, Mahanagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

14. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Saryu Saran, 

66/13, Chhitwapur Khas, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do—. 

15. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Matlub, 

Ghazipur Saidul, 

Nisa, Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

16. —do— 

*** 

Sh. Brij Kishor, 

Vill. Siwan, 

Post. Bohta, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

17. —do— 

101—Lucknow East 

Sh. Gopalji, 

Gopal Printing Press, 

Tasbir Wali gali, Aminabad, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

18. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Tahir Hussain, 

172/153 Hata Lai Khan 

Jhaulal, Jhaulal 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

19. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Husen, 

53, Shurtukhana, 

Maqbulganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

20. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Anil Kumar, 

41/138, Narhi, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

21. -do- 

—do— 

Sh. Arvind Kumar, 

21/336 Indira Nagar, 

Colony, 

—do— 

22. -do- 


Lucknow (U.P.) 

Sh. Umesh Kumar, 

496/82-K, Chhota Chandganj 

Niralanagar, 

l.ucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

23. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Amarjit Singh Pahwa, 

148, Lakarmandi Wali Gali, 
Daliganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

1 

O 

1 

c5 

—do— 

Sh. Dalip, 

Chandpur (Bairia), 

Ballia (U.P.) 

—do— 

2 5. —do— 

102—Lucknow West 

Sh. Anil Kumar Srivastava, 

19/5 Vishnupuri Colony, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

26. —do— 

—do— 

Moh. Ishaq Faraqi, 

Taksal Firangi Mahal 

Gali Parcha, H. No. 23, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—-do— 


*** Remain names of 100-Mahona A.C. may please see at page No. 51. 
200 GI/93— 6 
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27. General Election to the 

102—Lucknow West 

Sh. Sajda Parvin, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh 


621, Shekhpura Colony, 

account of election 

Legislative Assembly, 
1991. 


Aliganj, Lucknow (U.P.) 

expenses. 

28. — do— 

*— do— - 

Sh. Ajay Prakash Mathnr, 

439/52 Tehsingnnj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-—do— 

29. * —do— 

— do— 

Sh. Abdul Kadir, 

292/163 Viktoria Street, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

30. -—do— 


Sh. Ali Mehendi, 

Sadiq Ali, 

337/157 Maisur Nagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 


31. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Asrarul Hassan (Nassar) 
292/122 Tulsidas Marg, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

32. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Pratik Kumar Pandey, 
315/121 Banshighar Building, 
Bagh Mahanarayan Chowk, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do — 

33* —*— do*-* 

— do— 

Sh. Prem Shankar, 

448/116 Nagria 

Thakurganj Satguru 

Sahaye Nigam Road, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

34, —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Mangal Sen, 

315/152, 

Bagh Mahanarayan, 

Chowk, Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do—- 

35. —do— 

—do — 

Smt. Roshan, 

Pul Gulam Husen, 

Chowk, Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

36. —do— 

— do— 

Moh. Shafiq, 

293/149, 

Purana Haidarganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

37. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Mushir Ahmed, 

C-401/36, Takia Hazinusrat, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

"™dO' < — 

38. — dp— 

—do— 

Sh. Galaf Firoz, 

536/203,D Madehganj, 

Sitapur Road, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

39. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. R.N. Mishra. 

Katra Shudapar Khan, 
Saadatganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

40. — do— 

—do— 

Sh. Raju, 

Qutubpur Ara Machine Ke Pas, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

41. —do^— 

—do— 

Smt. Manorma, 

473/60A Roopur Khadra, 
Ramlila Ground Road, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 
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42. General Election to 

103—Lucknow Central 

Sh. Vijay Kumar Alias 

Failure to lodge any. 

the Uttar Pradesh 


Vinay Duwedi, 

account of election 

Legislative Assembly, 

1991. 

77, Chaudhari Gathaiya, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

oxpenses. 

1 

’V 

i 

CO 

— do— 

Sh. Om Prakash, 

65, Subhan Nagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do-— 

44. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Om Prakash Chaurasia, 

33, Hata Fakir Mohammad, 
Pukhta, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

1 

3 

1 

—do— 

Sh. Raiiq, 

Alam Nagar Road, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

46. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ramcsh Kant, 

Gaus Nagar Said, 

Manjil, H. No. 32, 

Rakabganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

47. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ram Singh, 

256/353 Khajuha, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

48. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Anup, 

85, Mahosh Prasad 

Street Molviganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do*— 

49, —do— 

—do— 

Mohammad Nasim, 

143, Golaganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

50. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. S. Sikander Abbas Rizvi, 
Ganne Wali Gali, 

Aminabad, Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do— 

51. —do— 

104—Lucknow 
Cantonment 

Sh. Mahima Singh, 

67/13, Lalkuan, 

Husainganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

52. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Rakcsh, 

559/22, Brahamnagar, 
Alembagh, Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

53. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ram Kishor, 

Baldev Khera Manak Nagar, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

— do— 

54. —do— 

-do-— 

Smt. Charanjit Kaur, 
lst-138, B.B.O. Colony, 

Double Storey, 

A.B. Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do — - 

* 

! 

Pu 

O 

i 

—do— 

Sh. Syan Prakash, 

559 K-3, Bahadur Khera, 
Alambagh, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do-*— 
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56. General Election to the 

105—Sarojini Nagar 

Sh. Ram Autar, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh Legisla- 


Saraswan Arujan Ganj, 

account of election 

tive Assembly 1991. 


Lucknow (U.P.) 

expenses. 

57. —do— 

—do— 

Shiv Persad, 

Durga Ganj, P.O. 

Kokori Amothiya Selcmpur, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—dc— 

58. —do— 

—do— 

Satya Narayan, 

Chadhaikia Purwa, 

P.O. Arujan Ganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

59. —do— 

—do— 

Lallu, 

Mehendibog Khera, 

Alam Nagar, 

Distt. Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

60. —do— 

—do— 

Surender Sjngh, 

25, Mahe Nagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

61. —do— 

10 6—Mohanlalganj 
(SC) 

Pauli Ram, 

Vill. Kahirpur 

P.O. Bakkash, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

62. —do— 

—do— 

Subhash, 

Vill. Bhaudri, 

Mazra-Marui, 

P.O. Jettikhera, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

63* —do— 

—do— 

Harbhajan, 

551 Kha/93 Kuriyani, 

Sardari Khara, 

P.O. Alam Bagh, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

64. —do^* 

122—Gouriganj 

Daya Ram, 

Vill. Saripur, 

P.O. Saintha, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 


—do— 

Badri Prasad, 

Vill.—Dulapur Khurd, 

P.O. Gauriganj, 

Distt. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

66. —do— 


Ram Lakhan, 

Vill. Kachehari, 

P.O. Gauriganj, 

Sultanpur, (U.P.) 

—do— 

67. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Shyam Lai, 

Vill. Gauripur, 

P.O. Gauriganj (U.P.) 

—do— 

68 ; —do — 

—do— 

Sh. Shiv Nath, 

Vill. Shagarh Sarcya, 

P.O. Sahagarh, 

Distt. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- * 
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69. i 

General Election to 
the Uttar Pradesh 

122—Gouriganj 

Mohd. Syoed, 

Vill. & P.O. Aindhi, 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 


Legislatho Assembly, 1991 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

expenses. 

70. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Surondra Bahadur Singh, 
Vill. Bishimdarpur, 

P.O. Gauriganj, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

71. 

—do— 

123—Jagdishpur (SC) 

Shri Ram Krantikari, 

E-3186, Rajaji Puram Colony, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

—do— 

72. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ambar, 

Vill. Pithula, 

P.O. Jagesarganj, 

Distt. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-—do—— 

73. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. L.axmi Marain, 

Vill. Mubarakpur, 

P.O. Jagdishpur, 

Distt.—Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

74. 

—do— 

124—Issauli 

Sh. Ram Kumar Tiwari, 

Vill. Jaitapur, 

P.O. Dhammaur, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

75. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Shiv Shankar, 

Vill. Buhadurpur, 

P.O. Pratappur, 

Distt. Sultanpur., (U.P.) 

—do— 

76. 

—do—“ 

125—Sultanpur 

Sh. Ramesh Pratap, 

Vill. & P.O. Dadupur, 
Sultanpur, (U.P.) 

—do— 

-TK 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Rajendra, 

Vill. & P.O. Bhtmdra, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

78. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Sajeer, 

Vill. Prupur, 

P.O. & Distt, Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

79. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Habib, 

Vill. Chhattauna, 

P.O. & Distt. 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

80. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Hiyal, 

Vill. Prupur, 

P.O. & Distt. 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

81. 

—do— 

126—Jaisinghpur 

Sh. Akhilesh, 

Vill. Makedih, 

Post Mawai, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

82. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Amar Bahadur Singh, 

Vill, Ashapur (Kandervor) 
Paras Patti, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

83. 


—do— 

Sh- Jumona, 

Vill. & P.O. Gaura, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—■—do. 
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34. General Election to 126—Jaisinghpur 

the Uttar Pradesh 

Legislative Assembly, 1991 

Sh. Surerdra Pratap, 

ViU. & P.O. Gaura, 

SuUanpur (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses 

85. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Mathura Prasad, 

Vill. & Post Gaui'a, 

SuUanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

86 . 

—<lo— 

—do— 

Sh. Manna, 

Village & P.O. Dikthaggupur, 
SuUanpur (U.P.). 

—do— 

87. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ram Ashray, 

Vill & P.O. Kaithwara, 
SuUanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

88 . 

—do— 

127-Ghanda 

Sh. Iqbal Ahmed, 

Mohalla Kairabad, 

Disit. Sultaupur (U.P.) 

-—do— 

89. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Indramani, 

Vill. Parasipur, 

P.O. Ghatampur, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 


90. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ivripa Shankar. 

Vill. & P.O. Ramgarh, 
SuUanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

91. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Toj Bahadur, 

Vill. & P.O, Maksudan, 
SuUanpur, (U,P.) 

—do — 

92. 

—do— 

—do— 

;i;i. Rajcndra Prasad, 

Vill. Poonimani, 

Patti, P.O, Maharaui Paschim, 
Distt. SuUanpur, (U.P.) 

—do— 

93- 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ram Shiromani, 

Vill Sabapur, 

P.O. Dewadh, 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

94. 

—do— 

129-Katkeri 

Sh. Chhatatbu Ram, 

Vill. & P.O. Chachikpur, 
Faizabad, (U.P.) 

—do— 

95. 

—do— 

—no— 

Sh. Zahir, 

Vill. Uuiyar Bazar, 

P.O. Lalpur, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

96. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh- Ravindra. 

Vill. Kadanpur, 

P.O. Kuria Chitauna, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

97. 

—do— 

—do— 

Smt, Mithlesh Kumari, 

Vill. Bhitaura Saripur, 
Mahboobganj, 

Faizabad, (U.P.) 

—do— 

98. 

—do— 

—do—■ 

Sh. Kambaran Yadav, 

Vill. & P.O. Asgawan, 
Faizabad (U.P-) 

—do— 

99. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Sri Krishan, 

Vill. Ramapur, 

P.O. Aukeripur, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 
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100. General Election to 

130-Akbarpur 

Sh, Ram Asre, 

Failure to lodge any 

the Uttar Pradesh 


Vill. Buharpur Hazipur, 

account of election 

Legislative Assembly, 
1991. 


P.O. Malipur, 

Faizahad. (U.P.) 

expenses 

101. "-do— 

—do— 

Sh. Shambu Nath, 

S/o Sh. Gohind Dayal, 
Shajadpur, Akbarpur. 
Faizabad. (U,P.) 

—do— 

102. —do— 

131-Jalalpur 

Sh. Arvind, 

Vill. Paraspor Katui, 

PO. Ktchhochha, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

103. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Jagdish, 

Vill. Sheikhpur. 

P.O. Ashrafpur Majhgawan, 
Faizabad. 

—do-— 

104. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Bachclm Ram, 

Vill. Jallapur, Masaura, 

P.O. Katui Jeriam, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

105. -do— 

—do— 

Sh. Mevalal, 

Vill. & P.O. Ashrafpur, 
Bhevva, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

106, —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Yogendra Pratap Misra, 
Urf Bablu Mishra, 

Vill. Sultanpur 

P-O. Sirhurpur, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

-do— 

107. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Bansi, 

Vill. Murwaha. 

P.O. Barepur, 

Faizabad (LT.P.) 

—do— 

108. -do— 

—do— 

Sh. Sliivpujan, 

Vill. & P.O. Hanswar, 
Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

109. —do--- 

—do— 

Sh. Saravajcet, 

Vill. Mahuwal, 

P.O. Tandwa Maulai, 
Faizabad (U.P.) 

- -do— 

110. -do— 

132-Jahangirganj (SC) 

Sh. Pardesi, 

Vill. Harsmhar, 

P.O. Abiribpur, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

111. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Satyadev, 

Vill. Sc P.O. Badhia, 

Distt. Azamgdrh (U.P.) 

—(1 0 — 

112. —do— 

—do— 

Sh. Sukhu Prasad, 

Vill, & P.O. Sutarpara, 
Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

113. —do— 

133-Tanda 

Sh. Chhote Lai, —do— 

Vill. & P.O. Rarapur Sakarwari, 

Faizabad . (U.P.) 
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114. 

General Election to 
the Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly, 
1991. 

133—Tanda 

Sh. Jai Ram, 

Vill. Pipri. 

Vishnupur, 

tP.O.) Hazalpur. (U P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

115. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Mangru, 

Moh. Slalipur Raj ora, 

P.O. Mrhudam Nagar, 
Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

116. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Ram Murt, 

Vill. Ninawan, 

P.O. Dihba Daulatpur, 
Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

117. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Sluvpujan Verma, 

Vill. Masena Mirzapur, 

P.O. Ram Nagar, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

118. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Surendra, 

Vill, Karimpatti, 

P.O. Faridpur Kalan, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

119. 

—cl 0 •* 

—do— 

Sh. Pardeep Kumar, 

Mohalla Chhejapur, 

Tanda, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

120. 

—do— 

134—Ayodhya 

Sh. Jai Shanker Pandey, 

S/o. Sh. Badri.. 

Vill Hazipur, 

Batsendi Faizabad (U.P.) 


121. 

—do — 

—do- 

Sh. Ivlabendra Pratap Misra, 
Ashapur Sarya, 

Faizabad, (U.P.) 

—do— 

122 

—do— 

135—Bikapur 

Sh. Jagan Nath, 

Sonkhari. 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

123. 

—do— 

—do— 

Mohd. Jalil urf Jallu, 

Bhaya. 

Kiiemipur Nidhiaba. 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

124. 

- - do— 

—do— 

Sh. Bhaiat Kumar Singh, 
Rampur Bagan, 

Faizabad, (U.P.) 

- —do— 

125. 

- -do— 

-do— 

Sh. Ram Avadh Yadav. 
Bachhram Pur. 

Faizabad (U P.) 

—do— 

! 76. 

—do— 

— lo— 

Sh, Ra msarau Dube. 

Mann pur, 

Faizabad (U.P.) 

•—do— 

127. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Shemser Singh, 

Chandipur, 

Fa izabad (U.P.) 

—do— 

128. 

—do— 

136-Mil kipur 

Sh. Dev Raj, 

Vill Katya/nafi, 

P..O. Dliaroli, 

Fa iza.br d(U-P-) 

—do— 
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129. General Eicction to the 136—Vdlkipur Sh. Bir Singh, Failure to lodge any 

ir.P. Legislative 803, Khba spur, account of election 

Assembly, 1991 Faizabcd(U.P.) expsftses 

130 . do— 3 38—Rudauli Sh. Ashok Kumar, —do— 

Mohala—Katra, 

Kasba & P.O. Rudauli, 

Barabanki (U.P.) 

131 _do— —do— Sh. Jugal Kishor, —do— 


Vill. Purejmathia Majre Chhandbal, 
'P.O. Udholi, 

Barabanki(U.P.) 


132. —do- 

133. —do- 

134. —do— 

135. —do— 

136. —-do 

137 —do— 

138. —do— 

139 —do— 

140 . —do- 

141 —do— 


—do 1 - 


—do— 


1 39—Dariyabad 



—do 


140-Sidhaur 



141—Haidergarh 



142—Masauli 


Pahladi, 

Vill. & P.O. Mathanevada, 
Barabanki. (U.P.) 

Sh. Ramkaran Singh, 

Vill. Nagband rh, 

P.O Devit, 

-Barabanki (UP.) 

Sh. Abdul Hamid, 

Vill. & P.O. Mailarayganj, 
Barabanki,(U.P.) 

Sh. Tej Narayan, 

Vill. Dekba Mazre Kmoli, 
P.O. Kmoli, 

Barabanki,( U.P.) 

Sh. Ausi f Ahmed, 

Vill. Chamroli, 

P.O. Aliya bad, 

Barabanki (U.P.) 
s>h. Ramchander, 

Vill. Chhotoni, 

P.O. Kothi, 

Barabanki, (U.P.) 

Sb. Tulsi Ram, 

Vill. Rajapur, 

P.O. Thorthiya, 

Barabanki, (U.P.) 

Sh. Bashirul Hassan, 

C/89, Begamganj, 

Sarabagj, 

Barabanki (U.P.) 

Sh. Jawla, 

Oulhederpur P.O. 

Hadaha , 

Barabanki (U.P ) 

Sh. Gceta Shrivastava, 

Vill. Baraga on, 

Barabanki 249/112, 

Nala Begumganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 


—do— 


.—-do— 


—do— 

—do— 


—do— 


—do— 



—do— 


—do— 


—do- 
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142. 

General Election to 
tile U.P. Legislative 
Assembly 1991. 

142—Masauli 

Sh. Kella, 

Vill. Dhorhra Navabganj 
Barabanki, (U.P.) 

Failure to ledge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

143. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Bindusagar, 

Vill. Chandanpurwa . 

Nasir Barabanki (U P.) 

—do— 

144. 

—do— 

—do — 

.S'h. Naval Kishor, 

Vill. Sursanda, 

P.O. Shahabpur, 

Barabanki (U.P) 

--do. 

145. 

—do— 

— do— 

Sh. Alimudin, 

Vill. & P.O. Ahmadpur, 
Barabanki, (U.P.) 

—do— 

146. 

- -do — 

—do— 

Sh. Dilip Kumar, 

Vill. Dondpur, 

P.O. Ukhri, 

Barabanki, (U.P.) 

—do— 

147. 

—do— 

- do— 

Sh. Vi jay Kumar, 

Vill. Gursail, 

P.O. Sr.damau, 

Barabanki, (U.P.) 

—do— 

148. 

—do— 

—do- 

Sh. Hukam Singh, 

Vill. Sadamau, 

P.O. Nabela, Knrsanda. 
Barabanki, (U.P.) 

—do— 

149* 

—do— 

143—Nawabgcnj 

Sh. Bilal, 

245—Katra, 

Barabanki, (U.P.) 

—do— 

150. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh, BrchuEl, 

Khijirpur, 

Inayatpur, 

Barabanki, (U.P.) 

—do— 

151. 

—do -- 

145 "Ramnaga r 

Sh. PratapNarain, 
Mohandva Bhitauli, 

Barabanki (U.P.) 

-do— 

1 62 

—do— 

143—Na \va bga rj 

Sh. Jitendra Sirfh, 

II. No. 17, Marutipuram, 
Lucknow (LhP.) 

—do — 

153. 

—do— 

146—Knscrganj 

Sh. Nanahu 

Vill. Bambera 

P.O. Jarbal Road. 

Bahraich (U-P.) 

—do — 

154. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mathura Prasad, 

ViH. Itiniasmspur, 

P.O. Keaarganj, 

Baharaich (U.P.) 

-do- 

155. 

-do* 

-do- 

Sh. Mijjan, 

Vill. Kandcla, 

P.O. Ranignnj, 

Bahraich (U.P.) 

-do- 
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156. General Election tu 
U-P. Legislative 
Assembly 1991. 

157. -do- 


158. 


159. 


161 


16' 


163. 


163. 


161 


165. 


166. 


167. 


168. 


169. 


-do¬ 


do- 


-do' 


-do* 


-do* 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


- do¬ 


do- 


-do- 


148—Mahsi 


-do- 


149—Nanp.ua 


-do¬ 


do- 


150—Charda (SC) 


-do- 


do- 


151—Bhinga 


-do- 


152—Bahraich 


-do- 


*dO“ 


do- 


Sh. Ved Prukash, 

19S-Sa Urgaitj 
Bahraich, (U.P.) 

Sh. Go bind Prasad, 

Vill. &. P.O. Raiganj, 

Distt. Bahraich (U.P.) 

Sh. Athara Husain, 

Mohala Badihat, 

P.O. & Distt. Bahraich, 
(U.P.) 

Sh. Shankar Lai, 

Mohala Jubligauj, 

P.O. Nana para, 

Bahraich (U.P.) 

Sh. Haider Husain, 

Mohala Mirasitola, 

P.O. Nanapara 
Bahraich (U.P.) 

Sh. Jogi Ram Aryu, 

Vill. Dadora, 

P.O. Sitkahrna, 

Distt. Bahraidi, (U.P.) 

Snit. Shama Devi url'. 
Laxmidevi Sonkar, 

P.O. Babaganj, 

Distt. Buharaich (U.P.) 

Sh. Sita Rain, 

Vill. Lalkagaon, 

P.O. Tibhrigaon, 

Bahraich (U.P.) 

Sh. Ran\ji Yadav, 

Vill. Husainpur Khurhari, 
P.O. Souba, 

Bahraich (U-P.) 

Sh. Kaushal Kumar, 

P.O. & Kasha Bhinga, 
Bahraich, (U-P.) 

Sh. llia s , 

Mohala Badiliat 
Bahraich (U.P.) 

Sh. Frahatulakhau, 
Mohala Kanipura, 
Bahraich (U-P.) 

Sh. Rahraut, 

Mohala Wazirganj, 

Distt. Bahraich (U.P.) 

Raruraji Yadav, 

Vill, Husainpurkhurhari, 
P.O. Sonva, 

Disti Bharaich (U.P.) 


Failuer to lodge any 
account of eketion 
expenses, 

-do- 


do- 


do- 


~do- 


-ao- 


du- 


-da- 


dv- 


-du - 


-do- 


do- 


-do- 


-do- 
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170. General Flection to the 
ET. P. Legislative 
Assembly E 99 1 - 

153—Iktutna (SC) 

Sh. Ram Ujugar, 

Vill. Bedora Bazar, 

P.O. Sitay^e Jangal, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge 
account nf elec; 
expenses. 

171. -do- 

-do- 

Sit, Nluneshwar, 

Vill. Bashiriapucaimi. 

P.O. Rampukhera 

Bahraith (U P.> 

-do- 

172. -do- 

1 54 —Gainsari 

Mohd. Khaleel Khan, 

Vill. Sonpur, Sangrampur, 

P.O. Mankapur, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do - 

173. -do- 

-du- 

Sh. Virendra Prasad, 

Vill, Duldinpurdeot, 

P.O. Sonpur. 

Distt. Gonda (U P ) 

-do- 

174. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Rasid Rafik, 

Vill. Si P.O. Gains an, 

Distt Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

175- -do- 

155 —Tulsipur 

Sh. Anil Singh. 

Vill. & P.O. Be Ilia, 

Janpatli Gonda (U.P.; 

-do- 

176. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Cliaranju Paudty, 

Mo ha la Bhagbatiganj. 
Balnimpur, 

Janpath Gonda (U.P.) 

-d,,- 

177. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jai Bhagban urf 

Jat Prakash, Bansal. 

Mo ha la Govind Bagli 

P.O. Ba Irani pur, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

■du- 

178. Countermanded 

Flection to the U.P. 
Legislative 

Assembly 1691. 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Ujagar, 

Vill. Hansuwandol 

P.O. Jabdaha, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

179. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Akil Ahmed Khan, 

Mohala Purba Nai Bazai, 
Tulsipur, P.O. Tulsipur. 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-d.0- 

180. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dhrub Singh, 

Vill. Bhagbanpur, 

P.O. Noknima. 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

181. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prem Narain, 

Vill. & P.O. Dharmpur, 

Teh. Tulsipur, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

182. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mangal Prasad, 

Vill. Bhagbanpur, 

P.O. Mujhani, 

Distt Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 
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183. 

Countermanded 

Election to the 

U- T. Legislative 
Assembly 1991 

155—Tulsipnr (Contd.) 

Sh. Manoj Kumar Singh, 

Vi 11. Nuvanagar, 

P.O. Chauhatar Kalan, 

Distt, Gonda (U P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of ©lection 
expenses. 

184. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahmoud, 

Vill. Gulriha, 

P.O. Badalpur 

Distt. Gonda (U P.) 

-do- 

185. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shyain Kumar, 

Vill. & P.O. Rampurban Gusra, 
Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

186. 

do- 

■do- 

Sh. Surcsh Kumar Singh, 

Vill Mujhani .lanpad 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

187. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhrigunath Misra urf 

Munan, 

Vill Sankari Bankart a, 

Janpath Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

188. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sushil Kumar, 

Vill. Malmdcv Janiuni, 

P.O. Dharampur, 

Teh. Tuls i pur, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

189. 

-do- 

157—Utraula 

Sh. Om Prakash, 

Vill. P.O. Viahnupur. 

Tan Tanva. 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

190. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jmeluerrehman. 

Vill. Jagruwa, 

P.O. Camrupur, 

Atraulu, (U.P.) 

-do- 

191, 

-do 

158— Sadullanagar 

Sh. Ramakant, 

Vill. Govtaliar Grant, 

P.O, Datauli. 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

192. 

-AO- 

-do- 

Sh. Shit Shankar, ,do- 

Vill. & P.O, Achalpur Ckaudhttry. 

Gonda (U.P,) 

193. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 

Logislatiie 

Asiemblv 1991 

-do- 

Sh. Pratap Singh, 

Sonvarsa (Bhairtva) 

P.O. Badhiya Farid Khan, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

194. 

-do- 

IbO—- Mujehna 

Sh. Rajindora Pra.ad. 

Vill. Bandha. 

P.O. Padri Mirpal, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

195. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rani pal Singh, 

Vill. Arya Nagar, 

P.O. Utraula, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

196, 

•do- 

161—Gonda 

Sh. Rahimudin uil’Jharne. 
Mohalla Imamhara, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

197, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramfer, 

Vill. & P.O. Rsnbum, 

Distt, Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 
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198. 

General Election to the 

161 —Gonda 

Sh. Dashrath Lai, 

Failure to lodge any 


Uttar Pradesh 


Mohala Dukhharnnath. 

account of election 


Legislative 


Station Road. 

expenses. 


Assembly 1991. 


Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 


199. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Baluk Ram, 

Vill. Semradaman, 

-do- 




P.O. Bargaon 

Distt, Gonda (U.P.) 


200. 

-do- 162- 

-Katra Bazar 

Sh. Molui. Iqbal, 

Vill. Bhoka P.O. Basgaoii. 
Purebujai Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

201. 

-do- 

do- 

Sh. Lai Bahadur Shukla, 

Vill. Dehras P.O. Mohna. 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

202. 

-do- 163- 

-Coionelganj 

Sh. Aditya Prasad. 

Mohal Gandhi Nagar, 
Colonolganj, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

203. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ashok Kumar, 

Mohala Gandhi Nagar, 
Coionelganj, 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

204. 

-do- 

-da- 

Sh. Jugraj, 

Vill. Kharangupur, Chandpur 
P.O. Kharangupur Chandpur, 
Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

205. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shnnti C'hander, 

Vill. Badipurba, 

P.O. Khargangupur 

Chandpur, 

Distt. Gonda (U P.) 

-do- 

206. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Daleep Kumar, 

R, o Sadar Bazar, 

Coionelganj 

Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

207. 

-do- J 63 - 

-Coionelganj 

Sh. Apadahara.il, 

Vill. Chandrabanpur. 

P.O. Chatrauli. 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 

208. 

Countermanded 165- 

-Harraiva 

Sh. Chandresli Prasad, 

-do- 


Election to the U.P. 


Kalianpur, Kudrha, 



Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 


Tch. & Distt. Basti (U P.) 


209. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jai Prakash Singh, 

Rajghat, 

Harruiya Basti, (U.P.) 

-do- 

210. 

-do- 

-dn* 

Sli. Puranvasi, 

Vill Pat lira, P-O. Badgo 

Distt. Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

211. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prcimhankcr Singh, 

Vill. Brypar, 

P.O. Navayzpar, 

Janpailt Gorakhpur, (ll.P.) 

-do- 
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212. 

Countermanded Election 

165—Hnrraiva 

Sh. Surya Narain. 

Failure to lodge any 


to the Legislative 


Mai bam, Jagdishpur, 

account of 

election 


Assembly, 1991 


B.vti (.U P.) 

coqvns; s. 


213. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Paneham, 

Vill. Arjanipur, 

P.O. Parshurampur, 

Distt. Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 


214. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Saehala Ram. 

Vill. Parvvarpara, 

P.O. Sikanderpur, 

Distt, Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 


215. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raghuvcndra Pratap, 

Vill. Bapuona. 

P.O, Parshurampur 

Distt. Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 


216. 

-do* 

155—Tulsipur 

Sh. Parasuranr Yadav, 

Vill. Sarrah Mcnhawa, 

Post Mehra Jang Jatrai, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 


217. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. A. Rub, 

Molt. Purani Bazar, 

Tulsipur, 

Distt. Gonda (U.P.) 

-do- 


218. 

General Election to U.P. 

399—Siwalkhas (SC) 

Sh. Kaloo Ram, 

-do- 



L.A. 1991. 


219/6, Vill/Malyana, 

Meerut (U.P.) 



219. 

General Election to the 

166—Caplainganj 

Sh. Pradeep Singh. 

-do- 



Uttar Pradesh 


Vill. & P.O. Gahua Dabar 




Legislative 

Assembly, 1991 


Dislt. Basti (U.P.) 



220. 

-do- 

168—Basti 

Sh. Iswar Dutt, 

Vill. Pokharvitva. 

P.O. Dudharu. 

Distt. Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 


221. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Khaddar. 

Vill. Turklia, P.O. Amroli Snmoli 
Distt. Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 


222. 

-do- 

-do* 

Sh. Praduman Kumar Shukla, 

Vill. Bhor, Miranjpur. 

P.O. Civil Lines, 

Basti (U P.) 

-do- 


223. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pramatma Prasad. 

Vill. Khajua. 

P.O. Captainganj. 

Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 


224. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramkaran, 

Vill, Bankashi, 

P.O. Aurvara. 

Distt. Basti (U.P.) 

-do* 


- » 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Vilas, 

Vill. Mudha Delta, 

Llalmukak, Jagdishpur, 

P.O. Munderva 

-do* 




_ 

Basti (U.P.) 
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226. 

General Election to the 168 -Ba;ti 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 

Sit. Ram Shabad, 

Vill. Manjbaria Shukla, 

P.O. Purani Basti (U.P. I 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

227. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Satyadev,. 

Vill. Sripalpur. 

P.O. Valtarganj, 

Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 

228. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sita Ram, 

Vill. Itali. P.O. Kasali 

Basti (U.P,) 

-do- 

229. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Shanti, 

Vill. & P.O. Krah Pithia, 

Basti, (U.P.) 

-do- 

230. 

-do- 

169—Ram Nagar 

Sh, Ram Kewal, 

Vill. Lewarpur, 

P.O. Parsa Danikha 

Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 

231. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Barkhu Prasad. 

Vill. Akdangva 

P.O. Sohna Basti. 

(U.P.) 

-do- 

2 32, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Durga Prasad 

Vill, Chandukha, 

P.O. Shankerpur, 

Distt. Basti, (U.P.) 

-do- 

233. 

-do- 

176—Menhdawal 

Sh. Savarjeet, 

Vill. Dahrvamafi, 

P.O. Kusra Saheed Basti. (U.P,) 

-do- 

234. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pappu, 

Vill, Mududiba Khurd, 

P.O. Usra Shaheed Basti (U P ) 

-do- 

235. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mcnudin, 

Vill. & P.O. Somariavan 

Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 

236. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shamim Ahmad. 

Vill. Rajipur, Magar 

P.O. Kajipur Basti. (U.P.) 

-do- 

237. 

-do- 

183—Mnndera Bazar 

Sh. Sugrecv, 

Vill, Snowarsa 

P.O. Balapar, Distt. Gorakhpur. 

-do- 

(U.P.) 

238. 

-do- 

184—Pipraich 

‘ Sh. Paras Nath. 

Vill. Khathankhas. 

P.O. Tola Barkan. 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

239- 

-do* 

185— Gorakhpur 

Sh. Wahid Ali, 

Jungalmatadin Hakim 

No. I P.O. Padari Bazar, 
Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

240 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kdshor Asthana, 

Chhote Kajipur, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do* , 

241. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gurjcct. 

Bakshipur, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 


-"3 T 
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242. General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly 1991. 

185—Gorakhpar 

Sh. Sri Nath, 

Raigarj South, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

243. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kripa Shankar Shrivestava 
Basantpur, 

Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

244. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shiv Kumar, 

Tarkmanpur, 

Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

245. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ahmad, 

Khunipur, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

246. -do- 

-do- 

Smt, Suman didi, 

Basantpur, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

247. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahmood, 

Beharampur, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

248. -do- 

186—Maniram 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Singh, 
Kushwaha, 

Vill. Himoyanpur South, 

House No. 110 

Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

249. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Chander 

Mo ha la Gorakh 

R/o Gorakhnatb, 

Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

250. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Omprakash Nisad, 

R/o Jungal Salifram, 

Ansik Jungal Shivpur urf 
Sahabganj, 

P.O. Padhri Bazar, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

251. -do- 

188—Paniara 

Sh. Ora Prakash, 

Vill. Chaumukha, 

P.O. Kampiarganj, 

Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

252. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kedar, 

Vill. Basdila, 

P.O. Kmasion Khurd, 
Maharajganj, (U.P.) 

-do- 

253. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Govind Dass, 

Ward No. 2 P.O. Pipiganj, 
Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

254. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dinanath Mishar, 

Vill. Basdila, 

P.O. Kmasin Khurd, 

Distt. Maharajganj (U.P.) 

-do- 

255. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Funni, 

Vill. Chandan Clmfi, 

P.O. Paniara, 

Maharajganj, (U.P.) 

-do- 


200 Gim —8 
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256. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 

! 88-Paniara 

Sh. Bale Ram, 

Towan Area Ward No. 3, 
Pipiganj, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

257. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sb. Suresh, 

Vill. Bargdahi, 

P.O. Machhli Gaon, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

258. 

-do- 

189—Pharenda 

Sh. Ambika, Vip. Bandua, 

P.O. Marhatha, 

Distt. Gorakhpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

259. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Iltaf, 

Vill. Babhni Bajurg, 

P.O. Kolhui Bazar, 

Maharajganj, (U.P.) 

-do- 

260. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prem Kumar, 

Vill. Dhani, P.O. Dhani, 

Bazar, 

Maharajgapj, (U.P.) 

-do- 

261. 

-do- 

188—Paniara 

Sh. Nathuni, 

Vill. & P.O. Bherwa, 

Distt. Maharajganj (U.P.) 

-do- 

262. 

-do- 

190—Lakshmipur 

Mohd. Murtja, 

Vill. Neuvadih 

P.O. Devpur Adda Bazar, 
Maharajganj, (U.P.) 

-do- 

263. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sb. Sureshmani, 

Vill. Jugauli, 

P.O. Sonari, 

Distt. Maharajganj, (U.P.) 

-do- 

264. 

-do- 

191—Siswa 

Sh. Dani, 

Mithora, 

Distt. Maharajganj, (U.P.) 

-do- 

265. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajcsh, 

R/o Askarganj, 

Distt. Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

266. 

-do- 

192—Maharajganj (SC) 

Sh. Chandrika, 

R/o Sahapur, 

(Khakhar Bhawan) 

Geeta Batika Gorakhpur, 

(U.P.) 

-do- 

267. 

■do- 

194—Naurangia 

Sh. Rama S/o Sukai, 

Vill. Idarpur, 

P.O, Laxmiganj 

Distt. Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

268. 

-do- 

195—Ramkola 

Sh. Ghan Shyam Gorakhpuri 
Vill. & P.O. Bodkhar, 

Deoria, (U.P.) 

-do- 

269. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sb. Daroga, 

Vill, Ahiroli Bazar, 

Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

270. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Laxmi Prasad, 

Vill. & P.O. Ramkola, 

Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 
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271. General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative 

Assembly, 1991. 

196—Hata (SC) 

Sh. Hiraman, 

Vill. Bandu Chhapra, 

P.O. Padrona, 

Distt. Deoria (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

272. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Chandrabhan, 

Vill. & P.O. Raipur, 

Distt. Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

273. -do- 

197—Padrauna 

Sh. Asraf, 

Burgahan, 

P.O. Naurangia, 

Padrauna, Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

274. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jogendra, 

Vill. Arnhava, 

P.O. Maghi Kothilva 

Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

275. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vinya Prakash, 

Vill. & P.O. Chinimil, 
Padrauna, Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

276. -do- 

198—Scorahi 

Sh. Kamal Prasad, 

Vill. Rajpur Kfias, 

P.O. Pipraghat, 

Deoria, (U.P.) 

-do- 

277. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Yashoda, 

Vill. & P.O. Seorahi 

Ward No. 12 

Distt. Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

278. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Radha Krishan, 

Vill. Sevrahi, Ward No. 9 

H. No. 96, 

Distt. Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

279. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Brij Kishor Gupta, 

Vill. Seorahi, 

Distt. Deoria, (U.P.) 

-do- 

280. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hafizulah Urf Hafiz 
Ansari, 

P.O. Madhopur Bujurg 

Distt. Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

281. -do- 

199—Fazilnagar 

Sh. Keshav Pathak, 

Vill. & P.O. Bihar, 

Distt. Deoria, (U.P.) 

-do- 

282. -do- 

197—Padrauna 

Sh. Ramachcn, 

Vill. Narchaunchwan 

P.O. Bilkuriya 

Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

283. -do- 

199—- Fezilnagar 

Sh. Safulah, 

Vill. Naktaha Vasdila, 

P.O. Kuber Sthan, 

Deoria, (U.P.) 

-do- 

284. -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Ganga Singh, 

Vill. Narainpur, 

P.O. Shankar Patkhauli, 
Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 
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285. General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative 

Assembly, 1991. 

200—Kasia 

Sh. Balabh Sharan 

Vill. Gopalgarh, 

P.O. Kasia, 

Dcoria (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account /of election 
expenses. 

286. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Yogeshwar, 

Vill. & P.O. Sirsiya Khohia 
Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

287. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Nath, 

Vill. Mangalpur, 

P.O. Sirsiya Khohia, 

Dcoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

288. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surgeev, 

Vill. Bhelipatii 

P.O. Pathar Deva, 

Deoria (U.P.) 

-do- 

289. -do- 

207—Nathupur 

Sh. Krishan Kant, 

Vill. Usriachak, 

P.O. Bahadur, 

Distt. Mau, (U.P.) 

-do- 

290. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Parshu Ram, 

Vill. Bhedkal Sultanpur 

P.O. Parshia Jai Ram Giri, 
Distt. Mau (U.P.) 

-do- 

291. -do- 

208—Ghosi 

Sh. Matai, 

Vill. Mohammadpur, 

P.O. Panael, 

Mau (U.P.) 

-do- 

292. -NO- 

-do- 

Sh. Pradeep, 

Vill, nil Vihato 

Mau (U.P.) 

-do- 

293. -do- 

220—Mau 

Sh. Ahmad Hasan, 

Vill. Imlia (Bunkar Colony) 
P.O. Maunathbanjan, 

Mau (U.P.) 

-do- 

294. -do- 

221—Rasra (SC) 

Sh. Mahabir, 

Vill. Baka, 

P.O. Meudikalan, 

Distt. Ballia (U.P.) 

-do- 

295. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kamta, 

Vill. & P.O. Rahua, 

Distt. Ballia (U.P.) 

-do- 

296. -do- 

227—Ballia 

Sh. Prem Nath, 

Vill. & P.O. Shiv Ram Pur 
Dear, Distt.fBallia (U.P.) 

-do- 

297. 

237—Ohanpur 

Sh. Ravi Prakash, 

Vill. & P.O. Javriabad, 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

Assembly 1991. 

-do- 

298. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sachidanand, 

Vill. Jamuda, 

P.O. Ghosva 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do 

299. -do- 

240—Mughalsarai, 

Sh. Bharat Lai, 

Vill. & P.O. Katesar, 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do 
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300. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 

-do- 

Sh. Virendra Kumar, 

Kalimahal, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

301. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Harish Chandra Bharti, 
Goaraya, Ram Nagar, 

Varanasi, (U.P.) 

-do- 

302. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Ji, 

12/75, Adhupchandi, 

Varanasi, (U.P.) 

-do- 

303. 

-do- 

241—Varanasi Canton¬ 
ment 

Sh. Uma Shankar, 

D-57/58 Sidhigiri, 

Bagh Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

304. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kunia, 

D-65/544, Lahertara, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

305. 

-do- 

242—Varanasi South 

Sh. Sarwar Khar., 

C.K. 58/5, Sarai Kitab Rai, 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

306. 

-do- 

243—Varanasi North 

Sh. Hari Narain Paudey, 

27/40, Jagatganj, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

307. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Umesli Kumar Rai, 

27/249 B. Jagatganj, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

308. 

-do- 

244—Chirai Gaon 

Sh. Ram Ratan Singli Chauhan, 
Phulpur, Pachravan, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

309. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vipat, 

Vill. Aura, P.O. Murdha, 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

310. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sobaru, 

Rajapur Chamauli, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

311. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hausila Prasad Mishra, 
Jairampur, Munari, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

312. 

-do- 

246—Gangapur 

Sh. Shyama, 

Braganesh, Lohitia, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

313. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramdhani, 

Vill. Mcghgaon, 

P.O. Jakirvani, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

314. 

-do- 

247—Aurai 

Sh. Mahendra, Kumar, 

Vill. Thathra, 

Varanasi, (U.P.) 

-do- 

315. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surendra Kumar, 

Vill. Mardanpur, 

P.O. Domahpur Berhesh, 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

316. 

-do- 

249—Bhadohi (SC) 

Sh. Shitla, 

Vill. Kasidaha, 

P.O. Nathaipur, Gianpur 
Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 
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317. General Election to the 

253—Beyalsi 

Sh. Ramnain Yadav, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh 


Vill. Kafarpur, 

account of election 

Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 


Joanpur, (U.P.) 

expenses. 

318. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hori Lai, 

Vill. Sehmalpur, 

P.O. Jalalpur, 

Joanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

319. -do- 

255—Rari 

Sh. Amar Nath Mishra, 
Bolahata, Barpur, 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

320. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Inar Pal, 

Sekhpura, Teji Bazar, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

321. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jayanti Prasad Yadav, 
Palpur Muradganj, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

322. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dharam Raj, 

Jagdishpur Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

323. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Virender, 

Bibipur Guljarganj, 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

324. -do- 

258—Garwara 

Sh. Tribhuvan Singh, 

Vill. Banki, 

P.O. Sikrara, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

325. -do- 

-do- 

Day a Shankar Dube, 

Vill. & P.O. Dherna, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

326. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Davenda Mani, 

Vill. Barpur, Balvergary, 
Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

' 327. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Baba, 

Vill. Kamrel, 

P.O. Sultanpur, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

328. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahendra Pratap Yadav, 
Vill. & P.O. Barhatra, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

329. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shitla Prasad riwari, 

Vill. Bargo, 

P.O. Badhupur, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

330. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raghu Nath Singh, 

Vill, Ram Nagar Chcri, 

P.O. Shankarganj, 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

331. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sisdhu Rai, 

Vill. Karmauli, 

P.O. Dan, 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

332. -do- 

259—Machhili Shahr 

Sh. Kamala Prasad, 

Niwasi Ram pur Kala, 

P.O. Tilorer 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 
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333. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 

Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 

259—Maehhli Shahar 

Sh. Punuvasi, 

Niwasi Bermon, 

P.O. Modhupur, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

334. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramakanta, 

Niwasi Chauki Khurd, 

P.O. Kishundaspur, 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

335. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramosh Chandra 

Niwasi & P.O. Tilora, 

Jaunpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

336. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raj Bahadur Singh Vats, 
Niwasi Narayandih, 

P.O. Sohasa, 

Jaunpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

337. 

-do- 

262—Rajgarh 

Sh. Nanku, 

Vill. Bhainswar, Semarhiya, 
P.O. Dhorawal, 

Sonbhadra (U.P.) 

-do- 

338. 

-do- 

290—Kanpur 

Cantonment 

Sh. Islam Mohammad, 

310, Nai Basti Lai Colony, 
Kanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

339. 

-do- 

294—Ghatampur 

Sh. Arvind Kuma r , 

Pras, Kanpur Dehat, 

(U.P.) 

-do- 

340. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Alakh Narain, 

Darori Niwada, 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

341. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dharmendra Singh, 
Rampur, 

Kanpur Dehat, (U.P.) 

-do- 

342. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pawan Kumar, 

Tiwaripur Sahu, 

Kanpur Dohat (U.P.) 

-do- 

343. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raj Bahadur Singh urf 
Dhisu, 

Shastri Nagar, 

Ghatampur, 

Kanpur, (U.P.) 

*do- 

344. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajendra Kumar Yadav, 
Ratepur, Kanpur 

Dehat, (U.P.) 

-do- 

345. 

-di> 

-do- 

Sh. Rain Kishor, 

Chaubopur, 

Kanpur Dehat, (U.P.) 

-do- 

346. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sewak, 

Husaina, 

Kanpur Dehat, (U.P.) 

-do- 

347. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hem Chandra, 

Birhar, 

Kanpui Dehat, (U.P.) 

-do- 

348. 

-do- 

296—Rajput 

Sh. Azam, 

Satti, Distt. Kanpur 

Dehat, (U.P.) 

-do 
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349. 

General Election to the 

296—Raj pur 

Sh. Dash Rath Singh 

Failure to lodge any 


Uttar Pradesh 


Sachan. 

account of election 


Legislative 


Vill. & P.O. Jalalpur, 

expenses 


Assembly 1991 


Distt .Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 


350. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh Ravinda, 

Vill. &P.O. Minapur, 

Distt. Kanpur Dchat (U.P. ) 

-do- 

351. 

-do- 

298—Chaubepur 

Sh. Dev Narin 

Hardia Nata Shivli, 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

352. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Devendra 

Merhamtabad Bhivan, 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

353. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prem Narain 

Prem Mandhna 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

354. 

-do- 

-do 

Sh. Ram Kishan Tiwari 

71 Veshnav Nagar 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

355. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vijay Prakash Agnihotri 
Khera Kursi 

Kanpur Delhat (U.P.) 

-do- 

356. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vimla Yadav 

Dr. Ambedkar Nagar 

Vijay Nagar 

Kanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

367. 

-do- 

300—Derapur 

Sh. Daya Ram Sankhwar 
Salempur Mehra 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

358. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramesh Chandra Yadav 
Vill. Jhuria Jhijhak 

Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

359. 

■do 

-do- 

Sh. Shiv Ram Singh 

Vill. Mitarsenpur Krinjari 
Kanpur Dehat (U.P.) 

-do- 

360. Countermanded 

302—Ajitmal (SC) 

Sh. Navab Singh 

-do- 


Election to the U.P. 


Vill. Puvi Talab 



Legislative 

Assembly 1991. 


P.O. Chapra 

Distt. Etawah, (U.P.) 

-do- 

361. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Balak Ram 



Muradganj 

Etawah(U.P.) 



362. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Lalta Prasad, 

Jaganpur, 

P.O. Bhurepur Kalan, 

Distt. Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

363. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Santosh Kumar, 

Vill. Purvi Udot, 

P.O. Biruhani, 

Distt. Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

364. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Siya Ram Koli, 

Nandlal ka Purvi, 

P.O. Biruhani, 

Distt. Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 
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365. 

Countermanded 
Election to the Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly 1991, 

302—Ajitmal (SC) 

Sh. Sukhvir Singh., 

Prem Nagar Insulin. 

P.O. Muradganj, 

Distt. Etowah (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

366. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Suresh Kumar, 

Ambcdkar Nagar, Ajitmal, 
Etawah, (U.P. 

-do- 

367. 

-do- 

304—Etowah 

Sh. Rakesh Kanoniya, 
MohnlaJafri, Fatehgarh. 
Farukhabad, (U.P.) 

-do- 

368. 

-do- 

305—Jaswant Nagar 

Sh. Kailash Babu, 

House No. 46/1, Wazidpur, 
Siwan Raneri Jajmau 

Kanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

369. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gaya Prasad- 
Vill. N. J Scwa, 

P.O. Kuia, Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

370. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tofan Singh. 

Vill. Nagla Hira Lai, 

Etgaon, Kharili. 

Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

371. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Indoreel Singh. 

Vill. Mohanpur, 

P.O. Flardoi, 

Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

372. 

■do- 

305—Jaswant Nagar 

Sh. Naresh Singh, 

Bare Bojh P.O. Hardoi, 

Etawah (U.P.) 

*do- 

373. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mulayam Singh, 

Sro Sh. Patiram, 

Nagla Ajab Ranuan, 

P.O. Ginja (U.P.) 

-do- 

374. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raghuvir Singh, 

Vill. Manikpur, P.O. Hardoi 
Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

375. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajesh Kumar. 

34 A, Ghatia Ajmat Ali, 

Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

376. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Rajeev Kumar, 

Vill. Sahasapur, 

P.O. Kumhavar, 

Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

377. 

-do* 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sewak, 

Vill. Gangapur, 

P.O. Chaubia, 

Etawah (U.P,) 

-do- 

378. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Satya Praash, 

Katra Khubchand, 

Jaswant Nagar, 

Etawah, (U.P.) 

-do- 


200 GI/93—9 
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379. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative 

Assembly, 1991. 

305— J.iswant Nugar 

Sh. F'iush Kumar, 

Rajccv Gandhi Nagar, 
Faruklnbad (Garhi Navab 
Niyamat Khan) (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge 
account of elc> 

expenses. 

380. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Susheel Kumar, 

Nehru Road, 

Farukhabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

381. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Suraj Pal, 

Vill. Niloi, P.O. Niioi 

Etawah (U.P.) 

-do- 

382. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gulam Kiwria, 

Purana Bazar, Nanpara, 
Bahraich (U.P.) 

-do- 

383. 

-do- 

309—Umardha 

Sh. Rajinder Singh, 

Vill. Ashainairpur, 

P.O. Janitnagar. 

(U.P.) 

-do- 

3S4. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Prakash Verm a 

Vill. & P.O. Gadanpur 

Turra (U-P-) 

-do- 

385. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Babu Ram, 

Vill. Nikripur, 

P.O. Umradha (U.P.) 

-do- 

386. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sewak, 

Vill. Mahtepurva, 

P.O. Thathia (U.P.) 

-do- 

387. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Ramnandni Verma, 
Mohala Sipahi Thakur, 

Kanauj (U.P.) 

-do- 

388. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramgopa) Verma, 

Vill. Machhipurmauzandcmau 
P.O. Nandamau (UP.) 

-do- 

389. 

-do- 

311—Kamalganj 

Sh. Rakesh Katiar, 

Vill. Praukhal 

Farukhabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

390. 

-do- 

319—Banda 

Sh. Ganesh S/o Sh. Ramlal. 

Vill. & P.O. Keri, 

Distt. Banda (U.P.) 

-do- 

391. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pituva, 

Vill. Gurch, 

P.O. Gureh, 

Distt. Banda (U.P.) 

-do- 

392. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mohd. Farukh, 

Mohala Chhiparhari 
Mardannaka Banda (U.P.) 

-do- 

393. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sawroop, 

Vill, Bharkhari, 

P.O. Katrawal, 

Distt. Banda (U.P.) 

-do- 

394. 

-do- 

321—Hamirpur 

Sh. Baijnath, 

Vill. Baragaon, 

Distt. Hamirpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

395. 

-do- 

323—Rath 

Sh. Shivkaran Tivvari, 

Vill. & P.O. Khera, Silajeet, 
Hamirur (U.P.) 

-do- 

396. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vishnu Kant, 

Vill. & P.O. Bhasai, 

Hamirpur (U.P.) 

-do- 
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397. General Flection to 

32 8-Jhansi 

Sh. A run Kumar Sexsena 

Failure to le dge any 

the Uttar Pradesh 


174,Toria Narsingh Rao, 

account of chetion 

Legislative Assembly, 

1991 

Jha nsi(U.P.) 

expens eSi 

398. -do- 

-do- 

Mohd. Asian, 

Purani Kotwali, 

Jhansi(U.P.) 

-d 0 - 

399. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. On Prakash, 

1 /99 Gundu Compe und 

Sipri Bazar, Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

400. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gauesh, 

189/4 Civil Lines, 

Jhansi(U-P-) 

-do- 

401. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ja gat Singh Yadav, 

114 Jugiana, Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

402 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jugal Kishor, 

8/1 Chajnariana, Prcm N; gar, 
Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

403. -do- 

-do- 

Sayed Jultikar Abadi, 

120 Mavatipura 

Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do - 


404. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Deepak Shamtu, 

719, Civil Lines, 

Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

405. -do- 

-do- 

Sh • Dave nd a r K u m a r 

VjII. & P.O.Muuda 

Teh. Maura nipur, 

Distt. Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

406. -do- 

-do- 

Sh.Dharmvir, 

84, Outside Hiai Gate, 

-do- 



Jhansi (U.P.) 


407. -d°- 

-do- 

Sh, Proniod, 

469, Sa dar Bazar, 

Jha nsi(U.P) 

-do- 

408. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ran Babu Yadav(Pradap) 
37 Na i Basti Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

409. 'do- 

-do- 

Sh. Lula Ran Visvakrma, 
Advocate 356/17, 

Jhokan Bagh, 

Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 





410. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sura j Prasad, 

95, Panua Lai, 

Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

411. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Harish Kumar 

179/8 Outside, Khaderaoger, 
Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

412. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. BabuLalTiwari, 

Jugiana, Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 

413. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mohan Lai, 

156, Medical College 

Jhansi (U.P.) 

-do- 





538 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 6, 1993/MAGHA 17, 1914 

(Part 11—4Sec. 3()ii)l 

t£e lr 1. r ' -'1 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

-----— --- — — -- 

414. General Flection to the 

329-Babina (SC) 

Sh. Jngdish, 

Fa ilure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh Legis- 


Village & P.O, Karaj-i 

account of election 

ative Assembly 1991. 


Jhansi (U.P.) 

expenses 

415. -do- 

3 30-Ma ura ni pu r (SC) 

Sh. Dayu Ram, 

Vill. Palipahari, 

Post Raksha (U.P.) 

-do- 

416. -do- 

331-Garoutha 

Sh, Virendra, 

189-A Pahadgaon, 

Kinch, Ja Ion (U.P.) 

-do- 

417. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Muneem Kumar, 

Vill Pali Pahari, 

P.O. Rksa j,Distt Jhansi (U.P.) 

-uo- 

418. -do- 

332-Kaneh(SC) 

Sh. Ramkishun, 

Vill. & P.O. Hardoi Gular 
Distt. Jalaun,(U.P). 

-do- 

419. -do- 

334—Kalpi 

Smt, Vimal, 

Vill.Tarsor P.O. Sirsa, 

Kalar. Distt. Julaun (U.P.) 

-do- 

420. -do- 

336-Bltongaon 

Sh. Kunwar Pal, 

Vill. Hirapur, 

P.O. Madhkarpnr, Mainpuri, 
(U.P.) 

-do- 

421. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rakesh Babu Yadav, 

Vill. Pragpur, P.O. Garia. 
Chhinka ura, Mainpuri (U.P.) 

-do- 

422. -do- 

337-Kishui(SC) 

Sh. Mijaji, 

Nagala BaharapurHauza, 
Hindupur, Post Jasmui 
Mainpuri (U.P.) 

-do- 

423. -do- 

338-Karhal 

Sh. Subhash Kumar, 

Vill. Nagla Doasi 

Post Rochan Manikpur 
Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

424. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ganga Prasad, 

Vill. Ikhara, 

P.O. Barnahal, 

Mainpuri (U.P.) 

-do- 

425. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tota Ram, 

Vill. Hudgaon, 

P.O. Anjani, 

Mainpuri (U.P.) 

-do- 

426. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Daya Ram 

Vill. Naurmai 

P.O. Kharoya 

Mainpuri (U.P.) 

-do- 

427. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raj Bahadur Singh -do- 

ViU. Khushalpur 

P.O. Barnahal Mainpuri (U.P.) 

428. -do- 

339-Shikohabad 

Sh. Raj Kumar 

Vill. Atepur 

P.O. Madanpur 

Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 



359 


[■*rriTII—i«¥ a(iii) ] *rm vr c, 1 9f>3jnm i 7, ibu 

MJgJ — — ' I I H I l lll. - ^ M I I I fc II ffmuMH . 

1 2 3 4 5 


429. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh 

Legislative Assembly 1991 

342-Mainpuri 

Sh. Satish Chandra Kashyap, 

Vill. & P.O. Alupura, 

Mainpuri (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

430. 

-do- 

348-Etah 

Sh. Rameshwar, 

Vill. Husainpur bailipur, 

P.O. Rajpur, Distt. Etah 
(U.P.) 

-do- 

431. 

-do- 

351-Firozabad 

Sh. Ahibran Singh, 

Niwasi Dakshini Chhapi 
Mainpuri (U.P.) 

-do~ 

432. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kunj Biharilal, 

13, Ganj Harinagar, 

Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

433. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhum, Jeet, 

Mohamedpur, Bihari, 

Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

434. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajaram, 

Dev Nagar, Firozabad 
(U.P.) 

-do- 

435. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Savir Hashimi, 

Niwasi Bagia, Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

436. 

-do- 

353-Fatehabad 

Sh. Manohar Singh 

Vill & P.O. Sahapur 

Tola. Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

437. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramji Lai, 

Mohanpur (Dahrapur) 
Fatehabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

438. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Santosh Kumar, 

Kalakhedia Tora, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

439. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Saudan Singh Kushwaha, 
Nagla Mewa P.O. Lehra 
Shamshabad, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

440. 

-do- 

354-Tundla (SC) 

Sh. Hari Vilas, 

Tapakalan* Sukhmalpur 
Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

441. 

-do- 

355-Etmadpur (SC) 

Sh. Nihal Singh, 

Satauli, Atmadpur, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

442. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Subhash Kumar (Sagar) 
Pachokhara, 

Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

443. 

-do- 

356-Dayalbagh 

Sh. Manohar Lai, 

Jaganpur Vela, 

P.O. Dayalbagh 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

444. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hari Mohan, 

Vill. Bamroli Ahir, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

445. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Devendra, 

Nagla Harlal Rathori, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

446. 

-do- 

357-Agra Cantonment 

Sh. Tirloki, 

-do- 


21/118, Chliipitula, 
Agra (U.P.) 
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General Election to the 357-Agra Cantonment 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative 

Assembly, 1991. 

Sh. Manoj, 

S/o Sh. Mahesh Chand, 

9/316, Moti K_atra, 

Agra (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of eLclion 
expenses. 

448. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Yubraj Singh, 

9/392, Moti Katra, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

449. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajindra Choudhari, 

16/178 Gundapara, Sadar Bhatti, 
Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

450. 

1 

O 

i 

-do- 

Sh, Ram Sewak Singh, 

9/674 Moti Katra, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

451. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Harash Kumar, 

8/222, Hing Ki Mandi, 

Agra (U.P.) 

do- 

452. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahesh Chand, 

13/93, Halakmadan, 

NaiKi Mandi Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

453. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Kiran Lata, 

25/34A, Brai Khurd, 

Tajganj, Agra, (U.P.) 

-do- 

454. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Promod Kumar Gupta, 

24/66 Kaji Para, Agra(U.P.) 

-dc- 

455. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Yogesh, 

30/55, Kumharpara, 

Chhipitola Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

456. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raj Kumar, 

10/46, Guhrai Mandi, 

Tajaganj Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

457. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Babu Bansal, 

5/15, Ka sera t Ba za r Tajaga 11 j 
Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

458. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shiodan Singh, 

1 8/226, Purani Mandi, 

Tajganj Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

459. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Praveen Kumar Urf 

Munua La] 6/189 Gali Seva ram 
Agra (U.P.) 

~do- 

460. 

-do- 

358-Agra £a st 

Bh. Mohan Singh Kushwaha, 
10/40, Katra BuzirKhan, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

461. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Bachhu Singh, 

Nai Abadi, Nangjapari, 

Durga Nagar, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

462. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. SanjayKumai Dixit, 

-do- 


11 A/1 B/5£, Ram Nagar, 

Adras School Ke Pass Agra 
(U.P.) 

-do- -do- Sh. Kama! Chakerwarti, -do 

B-637 Kamla Nagar, 

Agra (U.P.) 


463. 
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464. General Election to the 358-Agra East 

Sh. Ashok Gupta, 

Failure to Ic 

dge anv 


Uttar Pradesh Legists 
Assembly, 1991 

live 

4 Utri Vi jay Nagar 

Agra (U.P.) 

accountofeketion 

expenses 

465. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. JawaharLal, 

8/392, Ma ro n Ba za r, 

Agra(U.P.) 

-do- 


466. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mukesh Aggarwal, 

27/75 E, Gali Amria 

Pathvira, Agra (U.P.) . 

-do- 


467. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mohan Lai Soan, 

5/144, Puncha Madra sa, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


468. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sanjay Tiwari, 

021, New Agra, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


469. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahesh Kumar, 

22/210, Nagla Sola Bhola, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


470. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ajay Kuma r, -- ; 

8/173, Yamuna Bhron, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


471. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. ShantiSwroupKushwah, 
35/108, Lashkarpur, 

Fazitpura, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


472. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pradeep, 

19A/6E-34, Surana Bhawan, 

West Lohia Nagar, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


473. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Safi Moh. 

A-91, Kamla Nagar, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


474. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, 

6/79 Kachora Bazar, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


475. 

-do- 

359-Agra West ISC) 

Sh. ArjunBingh, 

12/132,Khatik Para, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


476. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sb. Rajendra Kumar Mahan 
46/92 Bhimnagar, 

Jagdishpur 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


477. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prayag Narain Chcudha r; : , 
9/514, Mahadev Gali, Moti, 
Katra, Agra (U.P.) 

■cc - 


478. 

-do- 

359-Agra East ISC) 

Smt. Vinod Kumari 

Urf Anita. 18/197, 

New Rajendra Nagar, 

Lohamandi’ Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


479. 

-do- 

360-Kfaeragarh 

Sh. Niroti Lai, 

Vill. Dunepervala 

Khusiapur, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 


480. 

-do- 

361-Fatehour Srkri 

Sh. Omprakash, 

House No. 8/98, Bhogipur. 
Shahganj, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 
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481. 

General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly 1991. 

361-Fatchpur Sikri 

Sh. Yogendra, 

House, No. 371/187-B, 

Bund Katra, Agra (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses, 

482. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Ranvir, 

House, No. 240 Kachora, 

P.O. Khas, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

483. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Ram Narain, 

Vill. Janutha, 

P.O, Kathwari, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

484. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Sahib Singh, 

Vill. Jahanpur, Fatepur, 

Sikri, Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

485. 

-do- 


362-Goverdhan (SC) 

Sh. Sunder Lai, 

Jhudavai, Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

486. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Ram Singh, 

Farah, Mathura, (U.P.) 

-do- 

487. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Prern Singh, 

Nagla Poliapi (Ladupur) 

Brari, Mathura (LJ.P.) 

-do- 

488, 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Bhagwan Singh, 

Hansganj Lohavan 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

489. 

-do- 


363-Mathura 

Sh. Jaikaran Mahaver, 

Vill. & P.O. Kathvari, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

490. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Bhimsain, 

Chatikra, Mathura, (U.P.) 

-do- 

491. 

-do- 


364-Chhata 

Sh. Mohd. Hanif, 

Mohala Karimmullavas, 
Nagarpalika, Kosikalan 

Distt. Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

492. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Samuddin, 

Vill & P.O. Dantana, 

Distt. Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

493. 

-do- 


-do- 

Dr. Jas Ram Singh, 

Vill. Nagla Moaji ,P.O. Sai 

Teh. Chhata (U.P.). 

-do- 

494. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Atar Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Chandori, 

Teh. Chhata (U.P.) 

-do- 

495. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Jawhar, 

Vill. &P.O. Chhinparai, 

Teh. Mat., (U.P.) 

-do- 

496. 

-do- 


-do- 

Ch. Tezvir Singh, 

Vill. Makandpur, 

P.O. Uspar, Tch. Chhata (U.P.) 

-do- 

497. 

-do- 


365-Mat 

Sh. Vircndra Singh, -do- 

Vill. Phatagari, Khandgari, 

C'hinta, Teh. Mat., Mathura (U.P.) 

498. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh. Hare Krishan, 

Vill. Shall Valipur 

P.O. Shall Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

499. 

-do- 


-do- 

Sh, Bachhu Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Jabra, 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 
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loo: 

General Election to the 36^-Mat 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 

Assembly, 1991 

Sh. Kilab Singh, 

Vill. & ,P.O. Nasik, 

Disit. Mathura (U.P.) 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

501 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shiv Raj, 

Vill. Surir Vijau 

P.O. Surir Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

502. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tejpal 

Vill. & P.O. Ayarakhera, 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

503. 

-do- 

366-Gokul 

Sh. Shy am Lai, 

Vill. Nanau P.O. Mai, 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

504. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dharamvir, 

Vill. Phokhrhridya Raya, 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

505. 

>do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bholcshwar upmanu, 
Bholeshtvar Colony, 

Raya, Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

506. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Saun Pal 

Vill. Saras, P.O. Raya 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

507. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shayam Swaroup 

Vill. Gari Ram Prasad, 

P.O. Karab, Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

508. 

-do- 

367-Sadabad 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Sharma, 

Vill. Nagla Brahaman 

P.O. Slampur, 

Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

509. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Matru 

Makanpur, Distt. Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

510. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ganeshi Lai, 

Mohalla Vriwala Gautamanagar 
Sadabad Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

511. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jagdish Prasad, 

Mohalla Pokharwala, Kasba 
Sadabad, Mathura (U.P.) 

-do- 

512. 

-do- 

368-Hathras 

Sh. Kalicharan, 

Vill. Ramanpur, Hathras, 

Aligarh, (U.P.) 

-do- 

513. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Sorupi, 

Nagla Bhara, P.O. Jogia, 

Hathras, Aligarh. (U.P.) 

-do- 

514. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Brij Bihari, 

Vill. Mahu, Hathras, 

Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

515. 

-do- 

371-Gangiri 

Sh. Nathu Singh, 

Vill. Nagla Guliryan 

P.O. Khayala, 

Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

516. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Urmila Devi, 

Vill. Bhmoari Khurd, 

P.O. Alampur, Fatehpur, 

Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

517. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Veer Pal, 

Vill. & P.O. Choadya, 

Dibai, Bulandshahr, 

(U.P.) 

-do- 


200 01/93—10 
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518. General Election to the 

372-Atrauli 

Sh. Kaliyan Singh, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh 


Vill. Nathper, 

account of election 

Legislative Assembly, 1991 

P.O. Nahal, Aligarh (U.P). 

expenses. 

519. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vijay Singh, 

VilJ. Badoal, P.O. Dudhma, 
Aligarii (LhP.) 

-do- 

520. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Siyaram, 

Vill. Bahrabad P.O. Ganiyavali, 
Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

521. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Lala Ram, 

Vill. Shilat Ramnagar, 

P.O. Khas Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

522. 

-do- 

373-Aligarh 

Sh. Hera Lai Urf Popo, 

Srai Harnarain Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

523. 

-do- 

374-Kcil (SC) 

Sh. Ram Charan, 

Jaroatb, 

Eglas, Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

524. 

-do- 

377-Khak 

Sh. Om Prakasli, 

Niwasi Chinadoli P.O. Bajana, 
Teh. Mat., 

Distt. Mathura (U.P) 

-do- 

525. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rakesh Gaur, 

Nai Basti Khair, 

Aligarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

526. 

-do- 

379-Khuija 

Sh. Prins ICumar, 

Ramsingh Bara, 

Madar Darwaja, Khurja, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

527. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Yogesh, 

Mohalla Chhata, Davidas s. 

-do- 




H.No. 43, Khurja, 

Bulandshahr 

-do- 

528. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramautar, 

Vill. Khutaina, P.O, Gavarauli 
Distt. Bulandshahr, (U.P.) 


529. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Santosh, 

Vill. Rnaich P.O. Kraura, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

530. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hakeem, 

-do- 




House, No. 273, Khageshgyan, 
Khurja, Distt. Bulandshahrr, 
(U.P.) 

-dO- 

531. 

-do* 

380-Debai 

Sh. Kamruddin Khan, 

Vill. P O. Pala Kaser, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 


532. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gulab, 

Vill & P.O. Doulatpur Khurd, 
Distt. Bulandshahr. 

-do- 

533. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tejpal, 

Vill. Singdalanpur Urf 
Ratanpur, 

P.O. Kesar Kalan 

-do- 




Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 


534. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jagat Singh, 

Mohalla Rogangiran, 
Jhangirbad. 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 
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535. 

General Election to the 

380—Debai 

Sh. Dinesh, 

Failure to lodge any 


Uttar Pradesh Legislative 

Assembly, 1991 

Vill. Umrari, 

P.O. Dharmpur, 

Distt. Bullandshahr (U.P) 

account of election 
expenses. 

536. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Parveen, 

Mohalla ICajikhel Dibal, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

537. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prempal, 

Vill. Nangla Chhatat, 

P.O. Umrara, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

538. 

■do- 

-do- 

Sh. Megh Singh, 

Vill. Jeerajpur, 

P.O. Ahamdgarh, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

539. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajendra 

Vill & P. O. Bagasra, 

Distt. Bulandshahr(U.P.) 

-do- 

540. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mohd. Hasan, 

77, Mohalla Srai Nasrullakhan, 

Khurja, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

541. 

-do- 

-do- 

£h. Hari Singh, 

Vill. Si P. 0. Santoha, 

Distt, Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

542. 

-do* 

384-Bulandahahr 

Sh. Mansingh, 

Vill. Patvari, 

P.O, Bitrakh 

Distt. Ghaziahad (U.P.) 

-do- 

543. 

-dci- 

-do- 

Sh. Vijay Kumar, 

Vill & P. O. Braula, 

Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

544. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gian Chand, 

Vill, Saliapur Bamheta, 

Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

545. 

-do- 

386-Sikandrabad 

Sh. Kadir, 

Kasba-Bilaspur, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

546. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Chaman, 

Vill. Sukhlalpur, 

P.O. Sikandrabad, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

547. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ved Prakash, 

House No. 80 

Vill. Hasanpur Jageer, 

P.O. Sikandrabad, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

548. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sahabuddin Malik, 

Mohalla Sarai Jhanjhanc, 
Sikandrabad, 

Distt, Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

549. 

-do- 

-do- 

Dr. Subash Chand Tyagi, 

House No. 88 Khatribara, 
Sikandrabad, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 
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550. General Election to the 

385-Shikarpur 

Sh. Veer Pal, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 


Vill. P.O. Balaka 

account of election 

Assembly, 1991 


Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

expenses. 

551. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hari Charan, 

Vill. & P. O. Balaka, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

552. lo- 

-do- 

Sh. Lai Singh, 

Vill & P. O. Jaikheca, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

-do- 

553. lo- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Dass, -do- 

ViU. & P. O. Martjapur Bhatwara, 

Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.) 

554. lo- 

-do- 

Sh. Dev Dutt, 

-do- 


House No. 9110 C Block, 
Indira Nagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 


555. 

do- 

387-Ladri 

Sh. Nepal, 

Vill. Nayabans, 

Dadri (U.P.) 

-do- 

556. 

do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shoraj, 

Vill. Mahiuddinpur, 

Knavani (U.P.) 

-do- 

557. 

do- 

388-Ghaziabad 

Sh. Ganga Sharau. 

232, Dhukna Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

558. 

•do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jitendra, 

324 Kalash Nagar, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

559. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nangu 

Vill. Bhajhara Khurd. 

Hapur Distt. Ghaziabad(U.P-) 

-do- 

560. 

-do- 

-do* 

Sh. Rakcsh Tyagi, 

Ul-L/14 Nehru Nagar, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

561 

-do- 

-do- 

Dr. Rampal Singh Chauhan 

Vill Karhara, 

Mohan Nagar, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do - 

562 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Richpal 

E-32, Scctor-23, Raj Nagar, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do 

563. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Roop Klshore, 

115-Balmiki Nagar, 

Islam Nagar, 

Ghaziabad, (U.P.) 

-do- 

564. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sanjay Kumar, 

C-254, Lohia Nagar, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

565. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shish Pal Singh, 

Vill. Maherauli, Shahpur Bmhata, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

566. 

-do- 

-do-. 

Sk. Jagannath, 

Vill. Sharopabad Rajpur, 

P.O. Famikhnagar, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

567. 

-do- 

389-Muradnagar 

Sh. Anver Ahmed Choudhari 

161 Kothi Mussoori, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-no- 
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563. General Election to the 

389-Muradnagar 

3h. Abdul Rchman 

Failure to lodge any ac¬ 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 


6304/889 Kaila Bhatatta. 

count of election ex¬ 

Assembly, 1991 


Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

penses. 

569. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Saleim. 

Mohalla Cot, Muradnagar, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

570. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Niyaj Mohd. Gospur, 
Distt. Meerut (U.P.) 

-do- 

571. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sahidulla, 

Mohalla Byapairyan, 
Muradnagar, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

572. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Himaoshu Goyal, 

88 Sector-23. Rajnagar. 
Ghaziabad (U,P.) 

-do- 

573. -do- 

390-Modinagar 

Sh. Auurag 

Vi 11. Sapnavat, 

Modiuagar (U.P.) 

-do- 

574. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Amarpal Parcha 

Vill. Tyoadi, 

13-Biswa (U.P.) 

-do- 

575. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Aram, 

Haroala Makaupur, 

No id a Sector -5. (U.P.) 

-do- 

576. do- 

-do- 

Sh, Ashauand 

19, Sukkimal Uasana Gate, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

577. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kailash Kumar ShuJtla, 

122/9. Govindpuri, 
Modiuagar (U.P.) 

-do- 

578. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nityaprnkash, 

11, Santpura, Govindpuri, 
Modinagar (U.P.) 

-do- 

579, -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prempal, 

Vill. Samana, 

Modinagar (U.P.) 

-do- 

580. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Radbey Shyam, Arya, 
D-52, Govindpuri, 
Modinagar (U.P.) 

-do- 

581. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Saujay, 

Gurudwara Road, 

Modinagar (U.P.) 

-do- 

582. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sukhvir 

Aurangabad, 

Fajalgarh (U.P.) 

-do- 

583. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Subhash, 

Shivaji Nagar, 

Pilkhua (U.P.) 

-do- 

584. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kuktu, 

ViU. Lakhan, 

Modiuagar (U.P.) 

-dc- 

585. -do- 

391-Hapur (SC) 

Sh. Jitendra, 

-do- 


324, Kailash Nagar, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 
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586. General Flection to the 

391—Hapur <c.C.) 

Sh. Nand at. 

Failure to lodge any ac¬ 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative, 

Vill. & P. 0. Ausora, 

count of elecLion ex¬ 

Assembly, 1991 


Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

penses. 

587. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajondrn Choudhary, 

5 60 Bhanra-Patti Hapur, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

588. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Pal, 

Vill. & P. 0. Dahana, 

Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

589. --do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dharm Singh, 

Vill. & P. 0. Nangla Heraru, 
Distt. Meerut 

-do- 

590. -do- 

392-Garhmukteswar 

Sh. Hanecf, 

Vill. Khilavaui, 

Teh Garh, 

Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do* 

591. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Allauddin, 

Kotla Megetyan, Hapur, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

*do- 

592. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ombir 

Shamuddinpur, 

Distt, Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

593. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nyag Mohd. 

Vill Goashpur, 

Teh, Bagpat, 

Distt. Mowut (U.P.) 

-do- 

594. -do* 

-do* 

Sh. Harkesh Singh 

Chopla, Garhmukleshvvar, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

*do- 

595. -do- 

399-SvwaUdias (SC) 

Sh. Jal Singh, 

Vill. & P. 0. Chandorl, 
Meerut (U.P.) 

*do- 

596. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Satyapal Singh Urf 

I P. Vipin Panchgaon, 
Faizabad, 

Meerut (U.P.) 

-do- 

597. -do- 

-do* 

Smt. Madhuballa, 

Vill. DhriorafSilver Hagar, 
Meerut (U.P.) 

-do- 

598. -do- 

400-Khekra 

Sh. Ashok 

-do- 


S/c Kamal Singh, 
Vill. Mansur pur, 
P.O. Ratheul 
Meerut (U.P.) 


599. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Virendra Singh, 

Vill, Pipli Kala Raipur, 

2,5 Amroha Muradabad(U.P.) 

-do- 

600. 

-do- 

-do* 

Sk. Shabuddin, 

Daber Talab Loni, 

Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

601. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vinay, 

Vill. Mohltpur Hlsali, 

-do- 


P.O. Muradnagar, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 
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602. General Election to the 401-Baghpat 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly 1991 


603, 

“do- 

420-Roorkee 

604. 

-do- 

-do-' 

605. 

-do- 

-do- 

606. 

-do- 

392-Garhmukteshwar 

607, 

-do- 

423-Mussoorie 

608, 

-do- 

-do* 

609. 

-do- 

-do- 

610. 

-do- 

-do- 

61 h 

-do- 

-do- 

612. 

-do- 

-do- 

613. 

-do- 

-do- 

614. 

-do- 

-do- 

615. 

-do- 

424-Dchra Dun 

616. 

-do- 

-do- 

617. 

-do- 

100-Mahona 


4 

5 

Sh. Ganga Ram, 

Failure to lodge any 

Baghpat (U.P.) 

count of election 


penses. 

Sh. Dinesh Chandra, 

678, Paschim Amber Talab, 
Roorkee (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Ashraf, 

Mubarakpur Alipur, 

P.O. Mohamedpur, Barjrang, 
Distt. Hardwar (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Brahmanand, 

Rawali Mehdudd, 

P. O. Bhadrabad, 

Distt. Hardwar (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Hari Singh 

Vill. Alam Nagar, 

Teh Garh. 

Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Arun, 

Vill. Seviiikalan, 

Mazra Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Dhirendra Pratap, 

-do- 

Moh. Chhota Bazar Bara Bazar 

Meerut (U.P.) 

Sh. Dhirendra Singh Pundare 
Nalapani, Tapovan, 

Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Shi Rajesh Sharma, 

IlS-Rais Course, 

Dehradun, (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Ravindra Kumar, 

-do- 

152-Indranagar Colony, 
Dehradun (U.P.) 


Sh. Suneel Aggarwal, 

16-A New Kanvent Road, 
Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Kashim Khan, 
56-Hardwar Road, 

Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Kumar i Renu Aggarwal, 
B-22/6 Q.N.G.C. Colony, 
Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Garesh Kumar Sahani, 
333/8, Khurburra Mohalla, 
Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. JyotiBhauguna, 

24-Syed Mohalla, 

Dehradun (U.P.) 

-do- 

Sh. Desh Raj, 

Vill. Bharwara, 

P.O. Chinhar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 
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618, 

General Election to the 

100—Mo liana 

Sh. Mani Ram, 

Failure to lodge any 


Uttar Pradesh Lepislnliv 

L‘ 

V ill. Matiyari, 

account of election 


Assembly, 1991 


P.O. Chiiibar, 

Lucknow (U.P) 

expenses, 

619. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surest), 

Vill. Lachman PuiTa 

Mazca Surai Sekh Chinhnr 
Lucknow. (U.P.) 

-do- 

620. 

-do- 

1-Deb Prayag 

Sh. Sir. Surat Singh, 

Vill. Jumoli, Patti Dcgi, 

Tcbri Garhwal (U.P.) 

-do- 

621. 

-do- 

l-Lcndsdowne 

Sh. Shumsher Singh 

Vill. Simalker, 

Maral Vikas Kh. nd Pamkesver 
Pauri Garhwal. (U.P.) 

-do- 

» 

622. 

-do- 

6-Kuran Prayag 

Sh. Panchsm Singh 

Vill. Putali, 

P.O. Hira Lai, 

Distt. Garhwal (U.P.) 

-do- 

623. 

-do- 

1 5-Haldwnni 

Sh. Dhanimvir, 

R./O. Amaniganj, 

Ajninabad Lucknow 

Distt. Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

624. 

-do- 

92 -Bangs nna u 

Sh. Kamruddin Khan, 

Vill. & P. O. Surseni 

Distt. Uujn-o (U.P.) 

-do- 

625. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gaya Prasad, 

Vill. Byoli, 

Llama Lid , 

Uunno (U.P.) 

-do- 

626. 

-do- 

•do- 

Sh. R;. mchandra. 

Mob. Dhure Tola, 

Ba ag.innau, 

Unnao (U.P.) 

-do- 

627. 

-do- 

97-Punva 

Sh. Balm Lai, 

Vill. & P. O. Bhadnang 

Distt. L'liiiao, (U.P.) 

-do- 

628. 

-do- 

-do- 

Suit. Premavati, 

Go sin Khera, 

P.O- A so ha, 

Distt. Unwin, (UP.) 

-do- 

629. 

-do- 

100-Mahi nr. 

Sh. On Prakasli, 

Mai, 

Lui know (U.P.) 

-do- 

630. 

-do- 

100- Mahona Lucknow 

Sh. Babu Ram, 

-do- 



East. 

Vill, Deoria Kala 

P.O. Indora Bagh 

Lucknow (UP.) 


631. 

-do- 

101 -Lucknow East. 

Sh. Miraj Rasul, 

336 Talab Gagni Siuikal. 

-do- 




Lucknow (U.P.) 
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032. General Lied ion 10 the 

I01-Lucknow 

Sh. Adan IJrf Sadan, 

Failure to lodge unv 

Uttar Pradesh Legislatee 

E* st 

Matase wali gali. 

account of election 

Assembly. 1991 


A minaganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

exepc^cs. 

033. -.If- 

-do- 

Sh, Nripendra Pandey, 

7, Dalibagh (Tazratganj. 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

364. -do- n: 

12-Lucknow West. 

Sh. Wahid Hussain. 

_ Cu 



475/15 A. Kadarn Rasul, 
Daliganj. 

Lucknow (U.P.) 


635. -do- 

103- Lucknow Central 

Sh. Jagdish Prasad. 

103 Queen, Talab, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

636. -doK 

-do- 

Molid. Parvej. 

180/41, Takiya Azambcg, 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

637. -do- 

101—Lucknow Cantt. 

Smt. Gayatri Devi, 

557/43, Om Nagar, 

Aa. Wa. Lucknow (LJ.P.) 

-do- 

638. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sainison Masiha, 

11.No. 554/160, Chhota Warha, 
Alambagh, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

639. -do- 

-do- 

Mohd. Amin, 

119-S, Shekhpur Jaffer, 

Faizabad .U.P.) 

-do- 

640, -do- 

105-Sarojini Nagar, 

' Sh. R.C. Kushwaha. 

Marlin Purva Hazaratganj. 
Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

641. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Akhilesh Kumar, 

Vill. Talibagh, 

P. O. Sarika, 

Lucknow. (U.P.) 

-do* 

642. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhganc, 

Vill. Uttri Mazra, 

Salehnagar, 

P.O. Bhadrukh, 

Lucknow (U.P.) 

-do- 

643. -do- 

105-Sarojini 

Sh. Ourgesh Kumar, 

Vill. Par war Paschim, 

P.O. Mohanlalganj. 

Lucknow (U-P-l 

-do- 

644. -do- 

106-Mohanlalgani (SC) 

Sh. Jagdish Kumar, 

Vill. Budhukhera Mazra Brauna, 
P.O. Lucknow (U P.) 

-do- 

645. -d«.v 

123-Jagdishpur (SC) 

Sh. Tilak Rant, 

Vill. Fazilpur. 

P.O. Bbagrauli, 

Teh. Mukana. Dstl. 

Sullanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

646. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sahabdeen. 

Vill. & P. O. Somvui, 

Teh Gauriganj. 

Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

200 ouiu-ii 



_ ‘ " 'T " 
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647. General Election to the 

168-Basti 

Sh. Rajendra Kumar, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 


Vill. Mahadeva, 

account c f electi on 

Assembly, 1991 


P.O. Pgar, 

Distt. Basti, (U.P.) 

expenses 

648. -do- 

171 -Itwa 

Sh. Santram, 

Vill. Velwa, 

P.O. Tedvagrant, 

Distt. Sidharthnagar, (U.P.) 

-do- 

649. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rizvanullah, 

Vill. Chunigrant, 

P.O. Khandsari, 

Distt. Sidharthnagar, (U.P.) 

-do- 

650. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vijay Krishan, 

Vill. Bhatnaganvan, 

P.O. Gaura Bazar, 

Distt. Sidharthangar (IJ.P.) 

-do- 

651. -do- 

175-Khesraha 

Sh.Nand Kishor, 

Vill. Bhindra, 

P.O. Bhindra, 

Distt. Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 

652. -do- 

174—Bansi 

Sh. Pramod Kumar, 

Vill, Gaura, 

P.O. Gauri, 

Distt. Sidarthnagar, (U.P.) 

-do- 

653. -do- 

175-Mehdawal 

Sh. Sayed Ali, 

Vill & P. O. Dudhaura, 

Basti (U.P.) 

-do- 

654. -do- 

184-Pipraich 

Smt. Indrawati Devi, 

Vill Badauli Babu, 

P.O. Bhatauli, 

Gorakhpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

655, -do- 

33S-Karbal 

Smt. Shanti Devi, 

Vill Khorai, 

P.O. Bhadan, 

Firozabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

656. -do- 

354-Tundla (SC) 

Sh, Bhart Singh. 

Doki. 

Falebabad. 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

657. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sonvir, 

Badhai, 

Firozabad, (U.P.) 

-do- 

658. -do- 

356-Dayalbagh 

Sh. Rajendra, 

Garik Jondpur. 

P.O. Salemabad, 

Agra (U.P.) 

-do- 

659. -do- 

389-Murad Nagar 

Sh. Omkar, 

S/o Sh. Atar Singh, 

Moh. Jataw, H. No 1089 
Muradnagar, 

Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

-do- 
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660. Bye-election to the 

63-Tilhar 

Sb. Dincsli Babu, 

Failure to lodge any 

Uttar Pradesh Legislative 


R/o Basai, 

account of election 

Assembly. 1991 


P.O .Ckaura Bagarkhet, 
Shajahanpur, (U.P.) 

expenses. 

661. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajesh, 

P.O. Sherobala, 

Shajahanpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

662. -do- 

-dc- 

Sh. Ram, 

R/o Kutivitola, 

Shajanpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

663. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hardayal Singh 

Molt. Jalalnagar, 

Shajahanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

664. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Bhajan, 

Vill. Damo.a, 

Shajanpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

665. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Lai Prabhat, 

P.O. Data Ganj. 

Shajanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

666. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shyatn Kumar, 

R/o Pakka Katra, Tilhar, 
Shajanpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

667. -do- 

-Jo- 

Sh. Rajesh Kumar. 

S/o Sh. Rooplal, 

P.O. Pakka Katra, 

Tilhar. 

Shajanpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

668. -do- 

-do- 

Sh Akhlcsh, 

S/o Sh. Harnam, 

P.O. Dataganj, 

Shajanpur, (U.P.) 

-do- 

669. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vineet Kumar. 

P.O. Kuvarganj, 

Tilhar, 

Shajanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

676. Byc-clection to the 

-do- 

Sh. Dincsh Babu, 

-t 0- 

U.P. Legislative Ass¬ 


R/o Basai.P.O. 


embly 1992 3 


Chaurabgarkhol 

Shajanpur (U.P.) 


671. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rakcsh Kumar, 

P.O, Bhaksi, 

Tilbar (U.P.) 

-Jo* 

672. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Babu, 

Vill ' Vinase, 

Tilhar, (U.P.) 


673. -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Madaru Khan, 

Vill. & P. O. Khudnganj, 
(U.P.) 

-dt- 

674. -dr- 

-do- 

Sh. K.P. Shukla, 

H. Ko 2404, P.O. Misrana, 
Shajanpur (U.P.) 

*ti 
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Sh. Soni, 

Vill. Chamaryana, 
Baruasagar, 

T.P. Jhansi (U.P.) 
Sh, Ram Sewak, 
Kurayana. 

Barua Sagar. 

Distt. Jhansi (U.P.) 


Failure ta ledge any 
account of election 
txp;nc,s-. 

-do- 


1 2 3 


675. General Election to the 229-Babina (SC) 
U.P- Legislative Assembly 
1991 


676. -do- -do- 


1 5 iWC, 1993 


57 t. v. 43 afoTrfutsr i*»Si (1951 

43) $1 an hj 6 % ’crT-m ir, Onfan man; 1991 t, 
vii 4. 1 ir fmrsrr fran fgVHor sr^?r % y#* *wmrmi 
% ?rn« 11 faaHrr, 1992 % Fma Ti rajttt srrifspi 

SFCtT |! 


[d. s't/f?. a.-m. rr /1/91 ] 

*ft%sr n, 

aa^r*r 4 m, nfaa. 


New Delhi, the 15th January, 1993 

O.N. 43.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgement dated the llfh 
December, 1992 of the High Court of Himachal Praesn, 
Shimla in Election Petition No. 1 of 1991. 

[No. 82/HP-HP/1/91] 
By order, 

GHANSHYAM KHOHAR, Secy. 

Copy of Order/Judgment/Statement/passedidelivered[recorded 
on 11-12-1992 by the Hon’ble Mr. Justice Devinder Gupta, 
J. in Election Petition No. 1/91 titled :—• 

Shri Narain Chantl Prashar, son of Shri Nandu Ram, 
Village and Post Office, Sera, Tehsil Ngndaun, 
District Hamirpur, H.P. —-Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Shri Prem Kumar Dhumal S/o Shri Mahant Ram, 

Village and P.O. Shamirpur, Tehsil Bhoranj, Distt. 
Hamirpur, H.P. —Returned Candidate 

2. Shri Gian Chantl Paniala S/o Shri Narpat Ram, 

Village Paniala, P.O. Kyah, Tehsil and Districl 
Hamirpur, H.P. 

3. Shri Madho Ram S/o Shri Sodagar Ram, j Village 

Chamiola, P.O. Chauri, Sub-Tehsil Sujanpur, Distt 
Hamirpur, HP. 

4. Shri Gopi Chand Attri S/o Hari Singh, Village Bhator, 

P.O. Ubal, Tehsil and District Hamirpur, H.P; 

5. Hdny. Sub. Maj. KishOre Chand Rana S/o Shri Narair 

Singh, Village and P.O. Karnita, Teh. Bhoranj, Distt, 
Hamirpur, H.P. 

6. Shri Anand Ram Sewal, S/o Shri Daulat Ram Sewaj 

C/o M. L. Prashar, Opp. Vety. Hospital. Arab, 
Distt. Una, H.P. 

7. Shri Rattan Singh Dhadwal, S/o Shri Sawan Singh. 

Village Har, P.O. Pragpur, Teh. Dehra.JDistt. Gangi a 

H.P. 


[No. 76/UP-LA/91J 

By Order, 

GHANSHYAM KHOHAR, Secy. 

8. Shri Hukam Singh Agiakari S/o Shri Teja Singh, 

V. and P.O. Kuthera Jaswalan, Distt. Una, H.P, 

9. Shri Krishan Dev Patiyal, S/o Shri Tulsi Ram, Village 

Ghanal Kalan, P.O., Teh. and Distt. Hamirpur, H.P) 

10. Shri Pradeep Lakhanpal S/o Shri Lehar Nath, V and 

P.O. Harotta, Teh. Nadaun, Dist, Hamirpur, Hp. i 

11. Shri Kedar Nath Sharma S/o Shri Bansi Lai, Village 

Kaloh, P.O. Gagret, Teh. Amb, Distt. Una. H.P. : 

12. Shri Madhu Inder Shukla S/o Shri Murli Manohar 

Lai, Village Jaigran, P.O. Tabba, Distt. Una H.P. 

13. Shri Shankar Singh Chandel, S/o Shri Arjun Singh, 

Village Barsand, P.O. Gehrwin, Teh. Ghumarwin, 
Distt. Bilaspur, H.P. 

14. Shri Ranjit Singh S/o Shri Kanshl Ram, V. and P.O. 

Hatli, Teh. Gangana, Distt. Una, H.P- 

15. Shri Sajintler Singh Sopohiya S/o Shri Roshan Lai, 

Village Bhalwal, P.O. Dadasiba, Teh. Dehra, Distt.; 
Kangra. 4 

16. Vaid Kashmir Singh Parmar S/o Shri Bal Singh, 

Village and P.O. Nanaon, Teh. Palampur, Distt. 
Kangra, H.P. —Respondents- 

COPY OF ORDER/JUDGMENT/STATfEiMENT 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH AT 
SHIMLA-171001 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH 
SHIMLA 

Election Petition No. 1 of 1991 

Date of decision 11th December, 1992 
Narain Chand Prashar —Petitioner 

Versus 

Prcm Kumar Dhumal and others —Respondents. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Devinder Gupta, Judge. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice 
The Hon’ble Mr. Justice 

Whether approvej for reporting ? Yes- 


For the Petitioner—M/s. Inder Singh and Pt, Om Parkash 
For the Respondent(s)—M/s. S. P. Jain and R. K, Sbarma 
for respondent No. 1 

None—for the other respondents. 

Devinder Gupta, Judge. 

The election of respondent No. 1, the returned candidate 
jm Hamirpur Parliamentary constituency is under challenge 
in this Election Petition. Nominations for filing papers to 
,ha . Lok Sab.ha from 4-Hamirpur Parliamentary constituency) 
nmenced on 20th April 1991. Last date for the same was 
26th April 1991 and the dates for scrutiny and withdrawal 
were 27th and 29th April. 1991, respectively. The polling 
was held on 20th May 1991. Counting, of votes could not 
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commence on 26th May 1991, due to the assassination of 
Mr. Rajiv Gandhi and was deferred to 16th June 1991. The 
counting commenced on 16th June, 1991 at Hamirpur, Una, 
Bilaspur -and Dehra simultaneously. The result was declared 
on 17th June, 1991. Respondent No. 1 secured 2,05,970 
votes as against the petitioner, who secured 2,02,232 votes. 
Respondent No. 1 was declared duly eletced having won the 
election with a margin of 3738 votes. Respondents No. 2 to 
16 were the other candidates who contested the election. 

The 1 election is sought to be set aside on various grounds, 
namely : 

(a) improper acceptance of nomination of respondent 

No. 7, 

(b) corrupt practices having been committed by the 
returned candidate, his election agent and by ether 
persons, with the consent of returned canidate and 
bis election agent ; 

(c) the improper reception and rejection of votes; a nd 

(d) violation of rules made under the Representation 
of Peoples Act, 1951 (hereinafter called as ‘the 
Act'). 

The corrupt practices alleged are : 

(a) bribery ; 

(b) undue influence ; 

(c) tppeal on the ground of religion and caste ; 

(d) promotion of feelings of hatred between different 
classes of citizens on the ground of religion and 
caste ; 

(e) hiring and procuring of vehicles for conveyance of 
voters and obtaining, procuring ahtj*. attempting to 
procure the assistance from persons in Government 
service. 

Besides seeking to set aside the election of respondent No. 1, 
the petitioner has sought a further declaration that but for the 
votes obtained by the returned candidate by corrupt practices 
and the wrongful acceptance a nd rejection of votes, the 
petitioner would have secured the majority of votes and as 
such he be declared duly elected. 

The petition is being contested by the returned candidate, 
who filed his reply and took a number of preliminary legal 
objections viz : 

(a) the Election Petition as well as the affidavit have 
not been Verified in accordance with law ; 

rb) petition lacks material facts and particulars and dis¬ 
closes no cause of action ; 

(c) non-production of tape-recorded cassette and nen- 
supply of its copy to the respondents ; 

(cT. non-attestation of the copy of Election Petition 
supplied to the respondents in accordance with law; 
and 

(e) the petition having vague and imaginary allegations. 
On the basis of the preliminary objections, it is 
pleaded that the Election Petition is liable to be 
dismissed. Respondents 2 to 16 have not filed any 
reply; Respondents 2, 3 and 6 to 16 were proceeded 
against ex-parte and respondents 4 and 5 are rep¬ 
resented by their respective counsel. 

On 10th April, 1992, the following preliminary issues were 
framed : 

J. Whether, the petition as well as the affidavit in support 
thereof have not been verified in accordance with 
law. If so, its effect ? 

OPR I 

2 Whether the nverm««k'ms<fe It*'parti 12 of the pe:i- 
tion are liable to be struck down for the reasons 
mentioned in preliminary objection No. 2 7 


OPR 1 

3. Whether the petition does not aisciose any cause or 

action and is liable to be dismissed for the nen- 
compiiance of the provisions of Sections 83 and 
86 of the Representation of the Peoples Act, 1951 ? 

OPR 1 

4. What is the effect of the non-production of tape- 

recorded cassette recording the alleged speech of 
Sadhvi Ritambra and the non-supply of its copy to 
respondent No. 1 (wrongly mentioned as petitioner 
in the order dated 10th April 1992) at this stage 
of the proceedings ? 

OPR 1 

5. Whether the copy of the petition supplied to respon¬ 

dent No. 1 has not been atleast in accordance with 
law. If so, its effect ? 

OPR 1 

The parties were called upon to adduce evidence. Prem 
Kumar Dhumal, the returned candidate examined himself as 
RW 1. The petitioner in rebuttal to this evidence examined 
himself as PW-1 a nd produced Jai Singh, a Senior Clerk of 
this Court as PW-2. Two copies of the Election Petition, 
Ex. P-1, and Ex. R-l have been proved on record. Learned 
counsel for the parties were heard on 5th June, 26th June, 
16th July, 17th July, 23rd July, 24th July and 29th July, 
1992. 1 have gone through the record. 

The findings on different issues are as follows : 
issue No. 5 

In paia 6 of the reply, respondent No. 1 has pleaded that 
the copy supplied to him has not been attested to be a true 
copy of the petition. It is stated that it is a photo-copy 
of some other copy, which was attested to be a true copy 
of the petition and as such the petition is liable to be dis¬ 
missed summarily because of the violation of Section 81(3) 
of the Act. The petitioner in rejoinder pleaded that the copy 
supplied to respondent No. 1 has been duly and properly 
attested and there is no violation of any of the provisions 
of law. 

Ex. R-l is the copy of the petition which, according to 
respondent No. 1, was served upon him alongwith the sum¬ 
monses attached to it. While under cross-examination he 
denied the suggestion that each page of the copy, Ex. R-l, 
bears an impression of rubber stamp captioned ‘attested to 
be a true copy of the petition, and also denied that each page 
bears the signature of the petitioner above and below the word 
‘petitioner’ and that the signatures above the word “petitioner’ 
are the photostat signatures and below are the signatures of 
the petitioner in ink. According to the witness, both the sig¬ 
natures are the photostat signatures. 

The petitioner, while appearing as PW-1, clarified that the 
Election Petition was presented by him personally before the 
Registrar of the Court and the same was accompanied with 
32 spare copies, which were duly attested by him by putting 
signatures on each page. One of such copies, meant to be 
served and was received back in the Registry, was proved 
by this witness as Ex. P-1, According to him, both Exs. P-1 
and R-l were the copies which he had supplied in the Registry 
for being served upon the respondents. During cross-exami¬ 
nation, he further clarified that Exs. P-t and R-l are the 
photo copies. On each page there is photo impression of 
rubber stamp captioned ‘attested to be a true copy of the 
petition’ with word ‘petitioner’ below it. Signatures above the 
word ‘petitioner’ is the photo copy impression of his signa- 
‘ures but the signatures below the word ‘petitioner’ on each 
page of the copy Exs, P-1 and R-l are his own signatures in 
ink. These signatures according to PW-1 had been appended 
by him with an intention to attest each copy of the petition 
with all its annexures to be a true copy of the Election 
Petition. 

PW-2 Jai Singh, dealing with the original side cases, includ¬ 
ing the Election Petitions, stated that 32 copies of the petition 
were received alongwith 16 Registered AD covers, one of 
which had been received back with unserved summons Ex. P-2, 
which copy was Ex. P-1. 
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Every Election Petition, by virtue of Section 81(3) of the 
Act is required to be accompanied by as many copies thereof 
as there are respondents mentioned in the petition and every 
such copy- is further required to be attested by the petitioner 
under his own sigpatues, to be a true copy of the petition. 
,\n Election Petition, which dot's not compty with the provi- 
s-oiis of Section 81 of the Act, is liable to be dismissed, as pro¬ 
vided under sub-section (1) of section 86. The question requiring 
consideration is whether there is any non-compliance of sub¬ 
section (3) of Section 81 of the Act and whether copy Ex. R-l, 
which admittedly has been served upon respondent No. 1, 
has in fact been attested by the petitioner under his own 
signatures to be a true copy of the petition. 

The petitioner asserted in his statement' that signature on 
each page of the petition and annexures below the word 
‘petitioner’ which is also below the endorsement ‘attested to 
be a true copy of the petition* are his own signatures in ink. 
The signature abobe the word ‘petitioner’ is the photo impres¬ 
sion of his signatures. On a closer look of Exs. P-1 and R-l, 
it is apparent to the naked eye that one of the signatures of 
the petitioner on each page of the petition and the annexures 
below the word ‘petitioner’ are in ink and above the word 
. ‘petitioner’ are the photo impression of the signatures. 

What appears to have been done is that after hav¬ 

ing put .rubber stamp,, on one of the copies of the Election 
Petition, petitioner appended his signatures above the word 
‘petitioner’ and thereafter photostat copies were prepared 
therefrom. All such photo copies were again signed by the 
petitioner. There is no dispute that both Exs. P-1 and R-l 
are word to word, line to line and page to page the same 
and similar to the original Election Petition, with the only 

difference that the Election Petition has been typed out on 

official judicial paper, which bears on the top the print 
‘Himachal Pradesh Judicial Paper’ with serial number and 
year of print, which print alone has not appeared in the copies, 
obviously 'because according to the petitioner, the copies were 
not prepared from the Election Petition filed in the Court but 
from a carbon copy thereof which had been retained by him, 
as master copy. 

In the light of the above the submission made on behalf of 
respondent No. 1 by Mr. Jain was that there has to be strict 
compliance of the provision of sub-section (3) of Section 81 
of the Act. The copy has to be a true copy of the petition. 
Since it is not a true copy of the petition but is a copy pre¬ 
pared from a copy of the petition, there is non-compliance of 
the provisions and the petition is liable to be dismissed. Viewed 
in this background the submissions, the eases cited deserves to 
be noticed. 

Considering the provisions of Part VI of the Act and the 
question as to what is a ‘copy’, the Supreme Court in Murarka 
Radhey Shyam Ram Kumar v. Roop Singh Rathore and others 
(AIR 1964 SC 1545), held that the word ‘copy’ does not 
mean an absolutely the exact copy but it means a copy so 
true that nobody can by any possibility misunderstand it. 
The test to be applied is whether any violation from the 
original is calculated to mislead any ordinary person 

The Murarka’s case (supra) was decided by the constitution 
Bench on 7th May 1963. Following the ratio of that case in 
Ch, Subbarao v. Member, Election Tribunal, Hyderabad and 
others (AIR 1964 SC 1027), the court held that if there is a 
substantial compliance with the, requirement of Section 81(3), 
the Election Petition cannot be dismissed. The signature of 
the petitioner, whose name was set out in the body of the 
petition, had appended his signatures at the end. The same 
was held to be definitely by way of authenticating the con¬ 
tents of the documents. The Court in para 25 of the report 
observed that : 

, , We do not however consider that there is really 
need for so much refinement when one has to look 
at whether there is a substantial compliance with the 
requirement of this provision. If the signatures now 
found on the copies were intended to authenticate 
the document to which it is appended, viz., the copy, 
it would only mean that the copy did not reproduce 
the signature in the original. There is no compelling 
necessity to hold that the signatures were merely 
intended to he a copy of those on the original in 
order to spell out a non-compliance with S. 81(3). 


seeing that a signature in original was not needed 
on the copy and a writing copying out the name of 
the signatory would suffice. The decision of this 
Court in Murarka’s case, C.A. Nos. 30 and 31 of 
1963 D/-5-5-1963 (SC) is authority for the position 
that the absence of a writing in the copy indicatfhg 
the signature in the original would not detract the 
copy from being a true copy. In the circumstances, 
w* consider that there has been substantial com¬ 
pliance with the requirement of S. 81(3) in the 
petition that was filed by the appellant and the 
learned Judges were in error in directing the dis¬ 
missal of the petition.” 

\ 

Another constitution Bench in Dr. Anun Singh v. A6dul 
Ghani and others (AIR 1965 SC 815), held substantial com¬ 
pliance with Section 81(3) to have been made when in the 
carbon copies of original Election Petition the words ‘true 
copy’ were not written above the signatures. 

The signature of the petitioner, only at the foot of the 
■ .py of the affidavit, accompanying the copy of the Election 
Petition, and not on the copy of the petition, was in M, 
Kamalam v. Dr. V. A. Syed Mohammed (AIR 1978 SC 840), 
held to be sufficient compliance of the provisions of Section 
81(3) of the Act. The Court held, that in fact the copy of the 
affidavit constituted the end portion of the copy of the 
Election Petition and the signature placed at the foot of the 
copy of the affidavit was clearly referable to the entire copy 
preceding it and it authenticated the whole of the copy of 
'the Election Petition to be a true copy. 

Approving the ratio of decisions in Subba Rao’s and 
Kamlam’s cases (supra), the Supreme ourt in F.A. Sapa etc. 
vs. Singora and others (AIR 1991 SC 1557), held that the 
requirement of Section 81(3) is that the petitioner must; take 
the responsibility of the copy being a true copy of the 
original petition and sign in token thereof. No particular 
form of attestation is prescribed. A petitioner will be deemed 
to have complied with the letter and spirit of Section 81(3) 
of the Act, when he certifies the copy as a true copy by putt- 
na his .signature at the foot thereof. In that case, 15 diffe¬ 
rent Election Petition questioning the election of a returned 
candidate were filed. The objection raised was that the 
Election Petition in each case was a mere photo copy pre¬ 
pared from a typed one and the copy of Election Petition 
served on the returned candidate in each ease was not duly 
"Hosted to bp a true copy of he original as required by 
Section 81(3) of the Act, therefore, the petitions were liable 
to be dismissed in limine under Section 86(1) of the Act. 
Such an objection was negatived by the High ourt. Each of 
the petition. Which was a photo copy, prepared from a 
model election petition was treated to be the original election 
petition. The Supremp Court upheld the verdict of; the 
High Court by holding in para 30 of its report as under : 

. Section 81(1) does not debar photocopying 

but Rule 1 of the Rules says that it shall be ‘type¬ 
written or printed’. There is no dispute that a 
model election petition w.as prepared and got typed 
and prints thereof were taken out by the process 
of photocopying. These prints were used both as 
original election petitions as well as copies. The 
particulars in regard to each petition, e.g., the names 
of the parties, the voting pattern, the towns and 
villages where utterances amounting to corrupt prac¬ 
tice were made, etc., were filled in and the court- 
fee was affixed on one of them which constituted 
the original and photocopies thereof were filed before 
the Stamp Reporter in accordance with the Rules. 
The photocopy bearing the court-fee stamps was 
indispuably signed by the election petitioner and 
was presented with sufficient copies to the Stamp 
Reporter, The original election petition is, therefore, 
a photocopy of the typed model and the copies tore 
also photocopies prepared from the original petition. 
Evidently the underlying idea in providing that The 
election petition shall be type-written or printed is to 
ensure that the document is legible. There is no com¬ 
plaint that the document which is admitted as an elec¬ 
tion petition and the copies thereof are not lewbK If 
that be so it is difficult to appreciate the objections 
that the photocopy should not be treated as i an 
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original petition even if it otherwise complies with 
the requirement of law......” 

Applying |he aforementioned decisions to the facts of the 
instant case, when to the naked eye, each page of Ex. R-l, 
the copy of petition, served on respondent No. 1, bears 
the signatures of the petitioner with an endorsement above 
that ‘attested to be true copy of the petition’ and there being 
no dispute that the copy of the petition with annexures 
word to word, line to line and page to page is similar to 
the original, without any change and being legible, there 
is no manner of doubt that there i s meticulous compliance 
of Section 81(3) of the Act and the petition is not liable 
to be dismissed under Section 86(1) as contended by Mr. 
Jain. This issue is accordingly decided against respondent 
No. 1. 


Issue No. 1 


The objection of the returned candidate is that the Election 
Petition as well as the affidavit have not been verified in 
accordance with law. The averments made in the petition, 
as regards the contents of para 6, 9 to 17, 19(i), (ii), (a) 
to (c) and (e) to (i) and 20 to 23, 25 and 26 have been 
verified upon information received and believed to be true, 
but the* petition has failed to disclose the source of informa¬ 
tion, which is mandatory in law. Similarly, is the affidavit 
the verification to various statements as regards allegations 
of corrupt practice is made on the basis of information 
received but source of the information is not disclosed. It 
is contended that the petition is liable to be dismissed in 
limine, since it is mandatory in law to disclose the source 
of information and the affidavit has to be in strict confoimitty 
with Form 25. 

It is not disputed that except for paragraphs 1 to 5, 7. 
8, 18, 19(ii), (d) and 24, which have been verified to be 
true to his knowledge, the rest of the contents of the 
petition as well as the entire statements male in paras (a) 
to (f) in the affidavit, as regards allegation of corrupt 
practices have been verified to be true on the basis of infor¬ 
mation received but source of information is not disclosed. 


Clause (c) of sub-section (1) of Section 83 of the Act 
requires that an Election Petition shall be signed by the 
petitioner and verified in the manner laid down in the Code 
of Civil Procedure, 1908 (hereinafter referred to as the Code) 
for the verification of the pleadings. Proviso to this clause 
(c) requires an Election Petition to be accompanied by an 
affidavit in the prescribed form in support of the allegations, 
where the petitioner alleges corrupt practice, in support of 
the allegations of such corrupt practice and the particulars 
thereof. 


Rule 15 of Order VI of the Code is the provision relating 
to the verification of pleadings and reads as under: 

“15. Verification of pleadings.—(1) Save as otherwise 
provided by any law for the time being in force, 
every pleadings shall be verified at the foot by the 
party or by one of the parties pleading or by some 
other person proved to" the satisfaction of the Court 
to be acquainted with the facts of the case." 

Rule 94-A of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 (here¬ 
inafter called as ‘the rules’) says that the affidavit referred 
to in the proviso to: sub-section (1)-of Section 83. -shall be 
sworn before a Magistrate of the First Class, or a Notary or 
a Commissioner of Oaths and shall be . in Form 25. From 
25 appended to the rules is the format of the affidavit. 

On the strength of the aforementioned provisions, it is 
contended on behalf of respondent No. 1 by Mr. Iain that 
in the absence of having disclosed the source of information, 
the verification is" defective and such a defect is fatal, which 
must result in the dismissal of the petition. In view of this 
submission, the question posed is as to whether the defect 
in the verification of the petition or the affidavit is a subs¬ 
tantial defect, so as to make it fatal respiting in the dismissal 
of the petition at the threshold, 



Since, the trial of the Election Petition has to follow, as 
far as may be the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure, 
it is permissible to look into the Code to see what exactly 
would have been , the case if the Election Petition was a 
suit. The law is settled. Defective verification of the plaint 
would not entail its rejection but the defect is curable by 
calling upon the plaintiff to carry out the necessary amend¬ 
ment. Referring to the aforementioned provisions of the 
Code in Murarka Radhey Shyam’s case (supra), it was held 
that reading the relevant section in Part VI of the Act, it 
is impossible to accept the contention that the defect in the 
verification, which is to be made in the manner laid down 
in the Code for the verification of the pleadings, is fatal to 
the maintainability of the petition. 

Source of information, which according to respondent No. 
1, is necessary, is not’provided for in format No. 25 of the 
rules, but as contended, the same must be disclosed in accord¬ 
ance with rule 3 of Order 19 of the Code, read with Rule 9 
of Ch. 12-'B in Vol. IV of the High Court Rules and Orders 
and with rule 5 of Ch. XVIII of the rules applicable to the 
original side of this Court, wherein it is necessary for a de¬ 
pendent to disclose in the affidavit, when the averments made 
therein are verified to be true on the basis of information 
received; to disclose the source of information. Admittedly, 
the source of information is not disclosed. The effect of 
non-disclosure of the source of information deserves to be 
seen. 

Similar question of the effect of non-disclosure of source 
of information, which was required to be given under the 
provisions of rule 7 of the Madhya Pradesh High Court 
Rules, came up for consideration in Virendra Kumar Saklecha 
v. lagjiwan and others (AIR 1974 SC 19S7), The question 
was not decided in view of the fact that the election petition 
had been heard by the High Court for several months on 
merits after recording evidence. However, importance of 
disclosing the source of information was emphasised by the 
Court observing: 

“The non-disclosure of grounds or sources of informa¬ 
tion in an ejection petition which is to be filed with¬ 
in 45 days from the date of election of the returned 
candidate, will have to be scrutinised from two points 
of view. The non-disclosure of the grounds will 
indicate that the election petitioner did not come 
forward with the source of information at the 
first opportunity. The real importance of setting 
out the sources of informaion at the time of the 
presentation of the petition is to give the other 
side notice of the contemporaneous evidence on 
which the election petition is bused. That will give an 
opportunity to the other side to test the genuineness 
and veracity of the sources of information. The 
other point of view is that the election petitioner 
will not be able to make any departure from the 
sources or grounds. If there is any embellishment 
of the case it will be discovered.” 

In Prabhu Narayan v. A. K. Srivastava (AIR 1975 SC 
968). absence of source of information in the affidavit re¬ 
garding corrupt practices, which otherwise was in accordance 
with form 25 was held not to be fatal. Reliance was placed 
in holding so in Krishan Chander v. Ram Lai (AIR 1973 
SC 2513), wherein a similar submission, as is made in this 
case by Mr. Jain was negatived by holding that “when 
there are specific rales made under the Act which govern 
the Election Petitions, no- other rules are. applicable. Nor 
is the disclosure of the source of information a requisite 
under Order VI rule 15(2) C.P.C.”. An affidavit filed in 
the prescribed form 25 of the rules affirming statement made 
in the relevant paragraph to be true to his information by 
the petitioner, without disclosing the source of information 
was held to be sufficient compliance of the provisions of law 
in K. M. Mani v. P. J-. Antony and others (AIR 1979 SC 
234). 

In F.A. Sapa’s case (supra), reviewing the entire case law 
on the subject and approving the ratio in Murarka’s and 
Saklecha’s cases (supra), it was held that the Election Petition 
under Section 83(l)(b) must itself contain all the necessary 
material facts and in the affidavit, the petitioner is required 
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to say which of the allegations are based on personal know¬ 
ledge and which are based on information, received and 
believed to be true. If the source of information has not 
been set out and the opposite party finds it difficult to answer 
the allegations regarding the corrupt practice he can always 
apply for better particulare. Failure to disclose or divulage 
the source of information, eannot be fatal to the maintain¬ 
ability of the Election Petition. Noticing the subsequent deci¬ 
sion in Prabhu Narain’s case (supra) and Z. B. Bukhari v. 
B. R. Mehta (AIR 1975 SC 1788), as also to an earlier 
decision in Sahodrabai Rai v. Ram Singh Aharwar (AIR 
1968 SC 1079), the court in para 27 of the judgment held 
that: 

“Tom the text of the relevant provisions of the R.P. 
Act, Rule 94A and Form 25 as well as Order 6, 
Rule 15 and Order 19, Rale 3 of the Code and the 
resume of the case law discussed above it clearly 
emerges (i) a defect in the verification, if any, can 
be cured, (ii) it is not essential that the verification 
clause at the foot of the petition or the affidavit 
accompanying the same should disclose the grounds 
or sources of information in regard to the averments 
or allegations which are based on information be¬ 
lieved to be true, (iii) if the respondent desires 
better particulars in regard to such averments or 
allegations, he may call for the same in which case 
the petitioner may be required to supply the same, 
and (iv) the defect in the affidavit in the prescribed 
Form 25 can be cured unless the affidavit forms 
an integral part of the petition, in which case the 
defect concerning material facts will have to be 
dealt with, subject to limitation, under Section 81(3) 
as indicated earlier. Similarly, the Court would 
have to decide in each individual case whether the 
schedule or anndxure referred to in Section 83(2) 
constitutes an integral part of the election petition 
or not; different considerations will follow in the 
case of the former as compared to those in the case 
of the latter.” 

Thus looking at the question posed in the light of the 
decision, the consistent view is that failure to disclose Ihe 
Soured of information promptly, may have an adverse bearing 
on the probative value to be attached to the evidence, ten¬ 
dered in proof thereof but it is not fatal to the maintain¬ 
ability of the petition. A defective verification in the petition 
is curable and failure to disclose the groundfs) or source(s) 
of information is not fatal. If the party desires, better par¬ 
ticulars as regards such averments or allegations may be 
caHed. which the petitioner may be required to file. However, 
failure to place them on record with promptitude may lead 
ihe court, in a given case, to doubt the veracity of the evi¬ 
dence tendered. In case, the affidavit or schedule or annexure 
form an integral part of an Election Petition itself, stria 
compliance of provision of law would be insisted upon end 
defect concerning material facts will have to be dealt with 
subject to the limitations in Section 81(3) of the Act. 

In this view of the matter, the defect in the verification 
clause of the netition as also in the affidavit is not fatal and 
petition cannot be dismissed on this ground alone. However, 
keeping in view the fact that the affidavit in the instant case 
a H integral part of the Election Petition, which is in 
support of the allegations of corrunt nractiges, the effect 
of non-disclosure of the source(s) of information will have 
to he seen while discussing issues 2 and 3. Issue No, I, as 
O' h is decided against respondent No. 1. 


Issue No. 4. 

The allegations in para 19 of the petition are that the 
returned candidate and his agent with .his consent promoted 
feeling of enmitv and hatred between different classes of 
citizens of Hamirpur Parliamentary constituency on the 
grounds of religion for the furtherance of the election of 
the. returned candidate and prejudically affected the pros¬ 
pectus of the petitioner’s election and published an appeal 
to the electors. In sub-para <h) thereof reference has been 
made to a public meeting addressed hv Sadhvi Ritambhara 
on 16th May, 1991 in Government College ground at Bilas- 


,-ur alleging that “Sadhvi Ritambhara delivered a : speefch and 
addressed a massive gathering of voters. The' speech of 
sadhvi Ritambhara was tape recorded and the transcript 
thereof is placed on the record as Annexure P-14. Die tape, 
recorded cassettee containing her address in the j publics 
meeting at Bilaspur shall be produced and demonstrated ip 1 
the court during the course of the trial”. 

In the same para it is alleged that the speech was an 
attempt to promote feelings of enmity and hatred between 
diiiererit classes of citizens. It . is also stated that the tape, 
allongvvith video cassettee were displayed by he returned candi¬ 
date through his election agents and other agents with his con¬ 
sent in almost entire constituency, which had the effect of 
arousing the sentiments of the electors and promoting the 
feelings of enmity and hatred between Hindus and Muslims. 
In sub-paras (iv), <v), (vi) and (vii) of para 20 of the peti¬ 
tioner has alleged that the returned candidate indulged in 
promotion of feelings of enmity and hatred between differ¬ 
ent classes of citizens of India on the ground of caste and 
community in addition to religion. Reference therein has 
t een mae to the playing of the speech of Sadhvi Ritambhara,; 
recorded in audio cassettes appealing to votet* in meetings 
held on 6th, 13th, 6th and 5th May, 1991, at Taunidevi in’ 
Tehsil Hamirpur, Daulatpur chowk in District Una. Kandraur 
in District Bilaspur and Pir Salute in Tehsil Debra, res-: 
pectively. 

With respect to the speech, referred to in sub-para (h) of 
’-toa 19 of Sadhvi Ritambhara alleged to have been tape re-i 
corded, a transcript is stated to have been placed <m the 
record of the petition as Annexure P-14 but, there is no 
transcript placed on the record with respect to the speeches 
alleged to have been played in audio cassettes in the alleged 
meetings referred to in sub-paragraphs (iv) to (vii) of para 
20. The video cassettes is also not produced on the record. 
The objection of respondent No. 1 is that since the cassettes 
and speeches form an integral part of the petition it was: 
necessary for the petitioner to have placed on record the 
cassettee whether it was video or audio and to supply to 
the respondents a copy thereof in accordance with law. In 
the absence of filing of the cassette which form an integral 
part of the petition, the same has to be dismissed as not 
complying with the requirements of law. 

The submission of the learned counsel for the petitioner 
is that the production of cassettes in the court is not man¬ 
datory, even if it be assumed or held that the sarhe are; 
integral parts of the petition. Whether or not ihe dassette: 

'.hUI be integral part of the petition cannot be decided un¬ 
less the cassettes are Sled in the court. The petitioner has: 
filed only a transcript of the speech alleged to have been 
made on 16th May, 1991 and admittedly cogv thereof ted 
been supplied to the respondents, there is sufficient com¬ 
pliance with the provisions of law. With respect to the 
rdavihg of the video cassette containing speeches of Sadhvi 
Ritambhara in the four meetings referred to in para 20, 
necessary averments and gifts of speeches have been made 
and disclosed in the petition. Since the petitioner is not 
in possession of the cassette's there is no question of pro¬ 
duction of the said cassette in the court, nor it was possi¬ 
ble to file any transcript thereof. Non-filing or noi,-produc¬ 
tion of documents is not the requirement of law and will 
not be fatal. It is not required under law that copies 
of such of the documents which are not filed or annexed to 
the petition be supplied to the opposite party. 

In Sahodra Baits case (supra), in which the election peti¬ 
tion itself reproduced the Whole of the pamphlet translated 
in English by way of particulars of a corrupt practice and 
the original pamphlet in Hindi (Devnagri) was filed; as art 
Annexure to the petition, without supplying copy thereof to 
the respondent, alongwith the copy of petition, the Supreme 
Court held that there was no breach of the provisions of 
the Act in regard to the filing of the election petition, since 
she election petition itself reproduced the whole of the trans-f 
larion in English, which averments with regard to pamphlet 
were themselves a part of the petition. The pamphlet was 
served upon the opposite paTtv m a translated form find not 
in Hindi, The pamphlet in Hindi wan held merely to be *a 
document being a piece of evidence in the cate, which for 
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reasons of clarity and to lend force to the petition was not 
kept track but produced or filed with the election petition. 
It was held in no sense to be an integral part of the aver¬ 
ments in the petition but only evidence of those averments 
and a proof thereof. The ratio of this case wus followed 
in M. Knnralam’s case (supra), wherein the court held ; 

“....if a schedule or annexurc is an integial part of 
the election petition, it must be signed by the 
petitioner and verified, since it forms part of the 
election petition The 'subject-matter or sub-section 
<2) is thus a schedule or annexure forming part of 
the election petition and hence it is placed in Sec¬ 
tion 83 which deals with contents of an election 
petition, Similarly, and for the same reasons, the 
affidavit referred to In the proviso to Section 83 
sub-section (1) also forms part of the elect on peti¬ 
tion. The election petition is in truth and reality 
one' document, consisting of two parts one being 
the election petition proper and the other being the 
affidavit referred to in the proviso to Section 83, 
sub-section (1). The copv of the election petition 
required to be filled under the first part of sub¬ 
section (3) of Section 81, would, therefore, on a 
fair reading of that provision alongwith Section 83. 
include a copy of the affidavit.". 

The mandatory requirement of sub-section (3) of Section 
81 of the Act is in two parts. The first part provide* that 
every election petition shall be accompanied by as many 
copies thereof as there arc respondent's mentioned in the 
petition and the second part deals with the manner in 

which 'such copies shall be •attested by the 

petitioner under his own signature to the true 

copy. Since these are mandatory provisions the same 

must be fulfilled exactly os provided in law hut in so 
far as directory Provisions are concerned it is sufficient if 
they are substantially complied with. The contention on be¬ 
half of respondent No. 1 is that bv making reference to 
casseties, which contains the alleged speeches of Sadhvl 
Ritambhara and without reproducing the speeches, the casset- 
*es bemme inteoral part of the petition- Bebmg an integral 
nart, these should have been supnliod alongwith the petition. 
Therefore, the non'-sunoly thereof. In view of sub-setion (3' 
of Section 81 read with Section 86 is fatal. 

Tho question that when a document referred to and attach¬ 
ed to the election petition would become an integral part or 
be merely a piece of evidence and a proof of the allegations 
contained therein, came up for consideration in M. Karuna- 
nidhi v. H. V, Handa and others (AIR 1983 SC 558). Photo¬ 
graphs, which were produced in court, copies of which wets 
not supplied to the opposite party were held to form an in¬ 
tegral part of the election petition and not merely a piece of 
evidence, where allegations were based on photograph. 
Failure to supply copies of photograph was held to be 
amounting to violation of Section 81(3) of the Act. Referr¬ 
ing to Sahodrabal’s case (supra) and to tho pleadings of 
the case the court held : 

‘The test to be applied in determining whether the photo¬ 
graph referred to in paragraph 18(b) is an integral 
part of the election petition or was merely a piece 
of evidence in proof of tho allegations contained 
therein depends on whether it is a part of the plead¬ 
ings. ...” 

The reasons which prevailed with the court holding the 
photograph to be an integral part of the petition were (hat in 
the absence of the photograph, the averment contained in the 
netilion would be incomplete and consequently, non-supply 
thereof a tofiil non-compliance of Section 81(3) of the Act. 
In para 42, of the report, the court held : 

“The conclusion is irresistible that the words ‘copies 
thereof in sub-sec (3) of Section 81 read in the con¬ 
text of sub-section (2) of Sec. 83 must necessarily 
refer not only to the election petition proper 
hut also to schedules or annexures thereto contain¬ 
ing nnrticulars of anv corrupt practice alleged (hero¬ 
in. That being so. we are constrained to reverse the 
iudgmenl of the High Court insofar as it holds that 
the photograph of the fancy banner adverted to in 
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paragraph 18(b) could not be treated lo be integral 
part of the election petition but was merely a piece 
of evidence as to the nature and type of fancy 
banner erected by the appellant and therefore failure 
10 supply a copy of the photograph to the appellant 
did not amount to a violation of the provisions of 
sub-sec, (3) of Section 81 of the Act.” 

Follow ng the ratio in Sahodrabai’s case (supra), in a subse¬ 
quent judgment in A. Madan Mohan v, Kalavakunla Chandra 
Shekhara (AlR 1984 SC 871), it was held that the document, 
unless expressly referred to in the petition, would not become 
an integral part of the petition and as such copy thereof need 
not be supplied since the same would only be a piece of evi¬ 
dence as regards the averments in the petition and it would 
always be open lo the opposite party to inspect them and find 
out the allegations made in the petition. 

In U. S. Sasidharan vs. K. Kaninakaran and another (AIR 
1990 Supreme Court 924) it was held that when a reference 
is made in (he election petition to a document, while stating 
material facts or particulars, when such material facts and 
particulars are contained in the documents and its contents 
are not pleaded in the petition, the document would become 
an integral part of the petition. The observations of the Court 
to this effect are to be found in paras 15 to 17 of the report 
as follows :—- 

"15. We have already referred to section 83 relating to 
the contents of an election petition. The election 
petition shall contain a concise statement of material 
facts and also set forth full particulars of any cor¬ 
rupt practice. The material facts or particulars relat¬ 
ing to any corrupt practice may be contained in a 
document and the election petitioner, without plead¬ 
ing the material facts or particulars of corrupt prac¬ 
tice. may refer to the document. When such a lefer- 
ence is made in the election petition, a copy of the 
document must be supplied inasmuch as by making 
a reference to the document Hnd without pleading 
'*s contents in the election petition, the document 
becomes incorporated in the election petition by 
reference. Jn olher words, it forms an integral part 
of the election petition. Section 81(3) provides for 
giving a true copy of the election petition, When a 
document forms an Integral part of the election peti¬ 
tion and a cony of such document is not furnished 
to the respondent along with a copv of the election 
nefilion. Ihe copv of the election petition will not he 
a true copv within the meaning of section R1 (3) and, 
ns such the court has to dismiss the election peti¬ 
tion under Section 86(1) for non-compliance with 
sect : on 81(3). 

16. On the other hand, if <he contents of the document 
in question are pleaded in the election petition, the 
document does not form an integral part of the 
election petition. In such a case, a copy of the 
document need not be served on the respondent and 
that will not be non-compliance with the provision 
of S. 81(3). The document may be relied upon as 
an evidence in the proceedings. In other words, 
w hen the document docs not form an integral ^hrt 
of the election petition, but has been either refer¬ 
red to in the petition or filed in the proceedings as 
evidence of any fact, a copy of such a document 
need not be served on the respondent along with a 
copy of the election petition, 

17. There may be another situaiion when a copy of the 
document need not be served on Ihe respondent 
along with the election petition. When a document 
has been filed in the proceedings, but is not refer¬ 
red to in the petition cither directly or indirectly, 
a copy of such document need not be Rerved on the 
respondent. What S. 81(3) enjoins is that a true copy 
of the election petition lias to be served on the res¬ 
pondents including the elected candidale. When a 
document forms an integral part of an election peti¬ 
tion containing material facts or particulars of cor¬ 
rupt practice, then a copy of the election petition 
without such a document is not complete and can¬ 
not be said to he a true copv of the election peti¬ 
tion. Cony of such document must be served on the 
respondents,” 
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In that case thore was specific allegation made as regards 
the video cassette recording the speeches o£ Government 
Officers, alleged to have been used by the returned candidate 
and prepared at the instance of the said candidate for election 
propaganda. The video cassette was held to form an integral 
part of the petition. Copy of the election petition served 
without serving copy of video cassette was held to he non- 
compliance of the piovtsious of Section 81(3) of the Act. 

Considering the aforementioned cases, it is apparent that 
when the contents of a document are pleaded hr the election 
petition, the document does not form a'n integral part of 
an election petition. In such a case, a copy of the document 
need not be served on the respondent and that will not be 
a non-compliance with the provisions of Section 81(3) of 
the Act. The document may be relied upon as a" evidence in 
the proceedings. In the instant cases, the petition has relied 
upon only a transcript of the alleged video cassette recording 
of the alleged speech of 16th May, 1991. Neither the cassette 
has been filed, nor its copy supplied to the respondents. 
Similarly, with respect to the other speeches, only a reference 
is made to the speeches but neither the transcript theieof 
nor cassettes have been either filed in the court or attached 
with the election petition, coipes thereof have also not been 
supplied to the respondent. Speeches have also not been 
reproduced. Irrespective of the fact that whether the cassettes 
form an integral part of the petition or not when inch 
cassettes have not at all been cither annexed to the petition 
or filed alongwith the petition in the Court, neither it is 
shown, nor in view of any of the provisions of the Act or 
I he Code it was obligatory on the part of the petitioner to 
have fimplied copies of the same to the respondents. How¬ 
ever, the effect of not filing the same in Court will have 
to be examined while considering the other issues framed 
namely, whether in the absence of these cassettes, the petition 
can he stud to be disclosing a complete cause of act ; on in 
sun port of the grounds of corrupt practices. The issue is^ 
accordingly decided against the respondent. 

Issue No. 2 

The everrnents made in para 12 of the petition are in 
support of the ground that the result of election in so far 
as it concerns the returned candidate ha s materially been 
effected by improper reception of votes which were liable 
to be rejected and which were void. It is alleged that 
(he votes have imrronerly b am counted m favour of the 
returned candidate ard imptoperlv been reacted which were 
in favour of the petitioner. Sub-paras (i) to (v) thereof, 
according to the petitioner, contain the particulars of such 
improper reception/rejection of votes and are to the follow¬ 
ing effect :— 

“(i) That out of 5831 postal ballots, 250 were received 
after the expiry of the time fixed in that behalf 
and therefore those covers in Form 13-C could 
not have been opened, but this objection of the 
petitioner was lurned down. It is however submit¬ 
ted that out of 5831 postnl ballots received, 1837 
ballots were rejected, 

(ii) That the Returning Officer without scrutinising the 
declarations in form 13-A as to whether such 
declarations were there or not or as to whether 
they were duly signed and attested or were other¬ 
wise substantially defective or whether the serial 
number of the ballot papers as entered in it differed 
from the serial number endorsed on the Cover 
Foim 13-B, opened the covers and counted the 
votes. The petitioner submits that there were 150 
covers which did not contain the declaration in Form 
1? A and 200 declarations were not lulv s'gned 
and attested and in resnect of 125 declarations (he 
serial number of the ballots differed from the serial 
number endorsed on the Cover in Form 13-B, but 
the Returning Officer bv non-compliance of the 
provisions of the rules made in fills behalf imprc- 
nerlv accepted those voles in favour of the returned 
candidate. 

(in) that 2.5 ballot papers bore marks by which the elector 
could be identified and therefore were liable In be 
rejected but they have been improperly accepted in 
favour of the returned candidate. 


(iv) That 60 ballots wcie not returned in the covers sent 
alongwith it to the elector by the Returning Officer 
and therefore were liable to be rejected, but the 
same have been improperly accepted in favour of 
the returned candidate, 

(v) That out of rejected votes 320 votes were duly 
voted for the petitioner but have been wrongly 
rejected,” 

After making the aforementioned averments, particulars 
regarding other votes wrongfully accepted or rejected wrong¬ 
fully are narrated from pago 8 to 56 of the petition with 
name of the polling stations. 

The objection, giving rise to the framing of this issue Is 
fhut false, baseless and imaginary allegations htive been 
made is_ this para by reproducing in about 48 pages pf 
the petition, the Barnes of airriMt all polling booths in the 
entire Pailiamentar.y Constituency, mentioning at random 
the hallo 1 papers numbering j to 15 in each polling statidn 
having been either wrongly counted, rejected oh hciepleo. 
it is slated that neither the dfettiils particulars of the 
ballot papers have been given, ii is also uol disclosed at?, to 
how the petitioner has got the information. The figures are 
imaginary. It is alleged that petiitoner tis well is counting 
agents were present in the counting hall and at the time 
when ballot papers were counted hot CVen a single objection 
was raised by the .counting Ltg£nts. Since figures are only 
imaginary and Product ot wishful thinking on the nar| of 
llie petitioner, the allegations in para 12 of the petition as 
a whole die liable to be struck off. In reply to thin prpli- 
minarv object ior„ the petitioner in his . tijoiftder lias tint 
averred that any objection was vilis&d either by him of ahy 
of Ins counting cgtnts ftt the time ot counting. It has been 
Inserted ihfit ine petitioner- is 'not required to mention evidence 
in support of the allegations and that material facts have 
already been supplied, Tn order to assess the strength if» 
the objection and the impact of the gvergieUts made In para 
12 of the petition, it is worthwhile to make a reference to 
various provisions of the Act and the Rules. 


Chapicr V of the Act deals with the counting of the votes 
and Section 64 therein says that at every election where 
the poll is taktfn, votes shall be counted by or under *he 
supervision and directions of the Returning Officer and each 
contesting candidate, his election agent and his counting 
agents, shall have a right to be present at the time of count¬ 
ing. Section 66 require the declaration of the result of the 
election in the manner as provided in the Act or Rules 
the monieul counting of votes has completed. 

Fart V of the Conduct of Eleitum Rules, 1961 (herein¬ 
after referred to as ‘the Rules’) relates to the counting of 
votes in a Parliamentary and Assembly Constituency, At- 
kast one week before the date, the Returning Officer by 
virtue of Rule 51 is required to appoint the place or places 
where the counting of votes is to be done, alongwith date 
and lime wnere the counting is to commence. A candidate 
is entitled to appoint counting agents bv virtue of Section 47 
read with Rule 52. which term has been defined in Rule 
51(c) to mean a counting agent duly appointed under Section 
47 and includes a candidate and the election agent of a 
candidate at the counting. Ballot papers received by post 
arc required 1o be dealt with by the Returning Office.- fiist 
by virtue of Rule 54(A), wich contains details of the pro¬ 
cedure to be followed for accepting or rejecting and conni ng 
the votes cast by postal ballot. After complying with 
the necessary formality all postal ballots and iciccted ballots 
are required to be separately bundled and kept together in 
a nacket, which is to be sealed with the seal of the Returning 
Officer and of such candidates, their election agents nnJ 
counting scents as mav de'lfe to fix their seal thereon. After 
dealing wilh llie postal ballets the Returning Officer by virtue 
of Rule 55 is required to have (fie ballot boxes, used in vilricais 
rolling stations, opened and to have the ballot papers, found 
in such boxes, counted simultaneously. Counting agents 
present to the tabic are allowed to inspect the paper seal or 
oilier such seals as might nave been affixed thereon non. Rale 
56 casles a Jutv upon Ihe Returnimr Officer to have the 
ballot panes, taken oul of each h-Olot box, arranged in con¬ 
venient bundles and scrutinised llallol pnper< as provided 
in sub-rule (2) of Rule 56 mav be reiected, if anv of ihe 
defects slnled in sub-clauses (aJ to (h) is noticed. Stibg 
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from pane 8 to 56 of the petition with respect to the other 
ballots, is that in 697 Polling Stations of 12 Assembly Seg¬ 
ments 3556 ballots were either wrongfully accepted for rejected 
as under :— 


rule (3j thereof enjoins a duty on the Returning Officer to 
allow efich counting agent present a reasonable opportunity 
to inspect the ballot paper, before rejecting the same under 
sub rule (2). After rejecting a ballot paper, the Returning 
Officer is required to make an endorsement on each ballot 
paper with the word ‘rejected’ alongwilh ground of rejection 
in abbreviated form. All rejected ballot papcr s are then to 
be bundled together. Such of the ballot panel's which have 
not been rejected arc thereafter to be counted. After the 
counting is completed the counting supervisor is obliged to 
prepare the result of counting by filling a'nd signing Part II 
in form 16, which ultimately is required to be signed by the 
Returning Officer. Clause (b) of sub-rule (7) of Rule 56 
says that the Returning Officer shall then make the entry in 
a result sheet it form 20 and announce the particulars. 

Counting as per Rule 60 has to be continuous. Rule 63 
says that after the completion of the counting the Returning 
Officer shall record the result in form 20 about the total 
number of votes polled by each candidate and announce 
the same. .After such announcement, the candidate or in his 
absence, his election agent or any of his counting agents 
is entitled to apply in writing, as is envisaged under sub¬ 
rule (2) thereof to the Returning Officer for a recount of 
the votes, either wholly or in part, stating the ground on 
which demand for recount is made. On such an application 
having bqen made, the Returning Officer is required to decide 
the same by rccoiding his decision with reasons thereof. 
In case a recount is ordered, cither wholly or in part, same 
procedure is to be followed for recounting the voters, as is 
required to be followed for counting the votes. On recount, 
result sheet jn form 20 is required to be amended and amend¬ 
ments so made are again required to be announced by the 
Returning Officer. Sub-rule (6) of Rule 63 provides that 
after the total number of votes polled by each candidate has 
been announced, the Returning Officer shall complete and 
again sign the result sheet whereafter no application for 
recount shall be entertained. This is subject to a proviso 
that no steps, to announce the result of counting 
is to be taken, until the candidate and election agents present 
at the completion thereof have been given a reasonable oppor¬ 
tunity to exercise tbe right to have a recount conferred by 
sub-rule (21. 

If ballot papers are counted at more places than one, 
the same procedure shall apply to the counting at each place 
as regards counting of votes but rule 54(A) pertaining to 
postal ballot, rule 63 relating to recount of votes and rule 
64 net laining to declaration of the result of election is to 
apply only to tbe counting at the last of such places. 

On completion of aforementioned process, result is to be 
dcclaied in an appropriate form, as per the requirement 
of Rule 64, decalaring the candidate to whom the largest 
votes have been given. 

In tbe light of the aforementioned provisions of the Act 
and the Rules it has to be seen whether the averments made 
by the petitioner praying for declaring the election of the 
respondent to be void due to the improper acceptance and 
rejection of the votes and further declaring that but for the 
votes obtained by the returned candidate accepted or rejected 
wrongfully, the petitioner would have secured the majority 
of votes and as such he be declared as duly elected, are 
sufficient enough so that the petition may be set down for 
trial on merits or whether tbe averments are totally vague 
not containg material facts disclosing any cause of action. 

A bare rending of the entire para 12 with sub-paras (') to 
fv> would show that grievance has been made relating to 
5831 postal ballots. 1837 ballots arc stated to havo been 

rejected and 320 out o f .' <u3?<-ed to have been casted 

in favour of the petitioner and wrongly! .rejected. It is 
alleged that 150 did not contain any declaration; in 200 
declaration wns neither signed nor attested; serial number on 
125 ballot differed from tbe serial number on the declara¬ 
tions; 25 ballots bore marks of identification and 60 were 
not received in the cove- for the purpose. _ In all, 

these averments necount for 560 ballots as having been 
imnrorerlv accepted in favour of the returned candidate. 

7 SO ballots are alleged to have been received after the expiry 
of ihe (ime fixed in that behalf. It is not alleged ns to 
whether these were accepted or were counted in favour of 
the rrinnied candidate. 

The furlher averment made in para 12, as can be ascer¬ 
tained, by making proper calculations of the data supplied 


Name of Assembly 
Segment 

Total number 
of Polling 
Stations 

Ballots wrongly 
accepted/ 
rejected 

Bilaspur 

69 

250 

Ghumarwin 

52 

268 

Nadaun 

51 

213 

Nadaun 

51 

213 

Ilamirpur 

54 

467 

Mcwa 

56 

275 

Nadaunta 

62 

327 

Cintpurni 

54 

261 

Suntokbgarh 

63 

254 

Una 

64 

226 

Kutlehar 

66 

323 

Pragpur 

61 

473 

Jawalamukhi 

45 

228 


697 

3565 


It is not ascertainable by making reference to the averments 
made in para 12 as to whether these pertain to postal ballot 
or to the other ballots. Since the averments relate to 697 
polling stations, it can be only interred that the information 
is noi + or the postal ballots. Tn the third column the petitioner 
has made an effort to elaborate the averments by showing 
the manner in which the ballots were wrongfully accepted 
or rejected. To cite example, some of the allegations are as 
follows :— 

Khundian—A bundle of 50 ballots which had marking 
for petitioner was wrongly put in the account of 
the returned candidate. 

Tipp—3 ballots in which voters were identifiable were 
given to returned candidate. 

licefian—7 ballots which had multiple marking were 
given to returned candidate. 

1‘adyola—3 ballots which bad marking for the petitioner 
were given to returned candidate when counting 
agents wate handling the ballots, 

Similar allegations have been made in similar words as 
ugarils 697 Polling Stations and 3565 ballots, The objec¬ 
tion is that Ihcre is total lack of material particulars giving 
iisc to a triable cause of action. 

Siucc the allegations are with respect to both postal ballot 
and the other ballots, in addition to the provisions of 
Ihe Act and the Rules (iscu c srd above, reference to some 
of the other provisions will also be necessary, in order to 
find out as to whether the allegations made in the entire 
para 12 give rise to a triable cause of action. 

Postal ballot papers arc required to be dealt with first 
at the time of counting. No cover in form 13-C, received 
after the expiry of the time fixed in that behalf can be opened 
and no vote contained therein can be counted. After ex¬ 
cluding the covers received after the expiry of the time, 
other covers are to be opened, but before doing so the 
Rebuffing Officer has to first scrutinise the declaration by 
the elector in form 13-A contained therein. If tbe declara¬ 
tion is missing or is not signed and attested or is otherwise 
defective in any manner, or if tbe serial number pf tbe ballot 
rarer differs from the serial number on the cover in form 
13-11 the said cover is not to be opened and after making 
anmonriafe endorsement, the Returning Officer is bound to 
reject the ballot papers contained the r ein, All these refected 
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ballots are to be kept in a separate packet to be sealed in 
the manner provided for. After the needful has to be done, 
all such declarations in form 13-A, which aro fount! to be 
in older aro to be separately packed and pealed and it is 
only thereafter that all covers in form 13-B are to be opened. 
On opening of form 13-B the ballot papers contained therein 
are requited to be scrutinised by the Reurning Officer, 
who has to decide the validity of the votes recorded threin. 
Postal ballot paper is to be rejected in thereventualities, 
as are stipulated in sub-clauses (a) to (e) of sub rule (8) 
of Rule 54-A. Sub-rule (12) ensures the performance of 
duty by the Returning Officer, in the manner prescribed, 
since ail the accepted and rejected ballot papers, which are 
to be kept in a separate bundles and then kept together 
m a packet are required to be scaled with the seal of (he 
Returning Officer and of the candidates, their election agents 
and counting agents as may desire to affix their seals 
thereupon. This process is to be completed after the Return¬ 
ing Officer having counted all valid votes and recorded 
the total in the result sheet in form 20. 


Similarly, Rule 56 details the procedures of counting 
of other votes, as has been noticed above to be dealt with, 
in the light of the aforementioned provisions of the rules 
as also in the light of the allegations made in paras 13 and 
14 of the petition. 


It is alleged in para 13 that the ballot papers were counted 
at moro places tnan one, last of which was Hamirpur. On 
lfilh June, 1991, tne petitioner went to Mr. S. M. Katwal, 
the Returning Officer and brought to his notice various ine- 
gularnies having been committed during counting of voles 
and expressed his right to seek recount. The petitioner has 
alleged that he was told by Mr. S. M. Katwal that since 
ihc counting at Hamirpur was likely to be over shortly and 
the result at three centres had not till then received, he was 
assured that opportunity shall be afforded to him, as provided 
under the Rules, without which final results cannot be 
declared. The petitioner believed such an assurance and 
lett for his office, feeling assured that ho shall be given 
an opportunity by the Returning Officer. It is further 
alleged that the petitioner had appointed Shri Ranjit Singh 
Verma as the counting agent on the table of the Returning 
Officer and after about an hour he was informed by Shri Verma 
that counting of Hamirpur was ovci and since the 
result's from three other centres h'ad not couched counting 
had been adjourned. The petitioner kept on waiting lor 
information from (he Returning Officer but without affording 
the petitioner an opportunity to exercise his right to demand 
recount, the result was declared of which the petitioner came 
to know in the early hours of 17th June, 1991 when he tuned 
All India Radio. 


Dealing with the grievance which virtually is about 
recount first, suffice it to say that by virtue of Rule 65 pro¬ 
visions of Rule 54-A and 63 would apply only to the last 
counting place, namely, hfaniirpur, whore according to the 
petitioner, the Returning Officer himself was present and 
on his table Shri Ranjit Singh Verma wa s the counting agent. 
There is no averment in para ) 3 or in the entire petition 
that after the completion of counting and on recording the 
result thereof in the result sheet in form 20, when the parti¬ 
culars of the total number of votes polled by each candidates 
were announced, whether a request in writing to the Return¬ 
ing Officer, to have the recount of votes was or was not made, 
Sub-rule (2) of Rule 63, as noticed above, in clear terms 
provides that such a right of recount can be exorcised by a 
candidate or in his absence his election agent or any of his 
counting agents. In case the petitioners had noticed any 
irregularity in counting or any irregularity had come to his 
notice, entitling and enabling him to exercise the right to 
have recount, cither he or in his absence his election agent 
or any of the counting agents ought to have moved an appli¬ 
cation in writing stating the ground on which recount was 
demanded. From the bare averments, it can be noticed 
that it is not the case of the petitioner that any recount was 
demanded by moving an application in writing. It is also 
not the case of the petitioner that attention of the Return¬ 
ing Officer was drawn to any ground on which recount 
could he demanded. Para 13 of the petition dealing with 
allegations giving rise to a demand of recount do not contain 
necessary and mandatory material facts which might enable 
the petitioner to have a recount. 
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In para 12 of the petition, wherein averments have 
been made as regards improper reception or rejection of votes 
i , reception of votes which were void, it can be noticed 
that the petitioner has not given the serial number of the postal 
ballots, which according to him had been taken into considera¬ 
tion, which in their turn are alleged to have been received after 
the expiry of the time in that behalf. Similarly, serial num¬ 
ber of the postal ballots not containing any declaration in 
form 13-A or containing unsigned and unattested declaration 
or the covers having serial numbers different than the one 
contained in form 13-B or such of the ballot papers, beaflng 
marks by which electors could be identified and the ballots 
received in covers not sent alongwilh it to the electors, have 
not been given. Serial number of ballots of which particu¬ 
lars ire stated from page 8 to page 56 of the petition are 
also not mentioned. Reading of the Rules make it clear 
that the petitioner or his election agent or counting agepts 
at ati the counting centres were supposed to be possessed of 
ample opportunity to examine the ballot papers at the time 
of scrutiny, rejection and acceptance. In respect of each 
ballot paper the petitioner or in his absence his election 
agent or in his absence his counting agent or agents would 
be In a position to set out precisely their objections for ac¬ 
ceptance or rejection of the ballot papers. In order to find 
out the genuineness of the grievance, it is only when the 
ballot paper numbers are given with respect to those ballot 
papers with respect to which there is any grievance that the 
same can be scrutinised. Absence of such an information, 
which the petitioner alone should have known or should be 
deemed to know, any inspection of the ballot paper would 
be merely a roving and fishing inquiry, which precisely is 
prohibited under Section S3(lita) of the Act. In the entire 
election petition, grounds in support of allegations made in 
paras 12 and 13 are not aL all stated. Necessity of giving 
such facts which are material facts, such as number or 
ballot papers, the precise objection with regard to each of 
such ballot paper has been held to be a part of statement 
of material fact, in the absence of which, any averment of 
the acceptance or reception of votes or reception of vole 
to be void will not give rise to a triable cause of action. 


In Dr, Jagjit Singh vs. Giani Kartar Singh (AIR 1966 
Supreme Court 773), the Supreme Court, after referring to 
the scheme of the Act and the Rules, emphasised that the 
election petitioner, who- is a defeated candidate has ample 
opportunity to examine the ballot papers before they are 
counted and in each case, the objections raised by him or 
his election agent having been improperly over ruled. Ho 
knows precisely the nature of objection raised by him and the 
particulars of the voting paper to which those objections related. 
It is in the light of this background that Section 83(1) of 
the Act has to be applied to the petition made for inspection 
of ballot boxes and such application must contain a con¬ 
cise statement of material facts. The view which the Apex 
Court had earlier taken In Ram Sewak Yadav vs. Hussain 
Kamil Kidwai and others (ATR 1964 Supreme Court 1249), 
in Suit. Dr, Sushila Balraj vs. Shri Ardhcndu Bhushan (1964) 
C. A. No. 222 of 1964 decided on 18-3-1964 (SC) and in 
Sita Ram Mahto vs. Ramanandan Rai (1965) C. A. No. 45 
of 1965 decided on 10-2-1965, was applied in the case of 
Dr. Jagjit Singh (supra) by observing :— 


_.Section 83(l)(a) of ihe Act requires that an 

election petition shall contain a concise statement of 
the material facts on which the petitioner relies; and 
in every case, where a prayer is made by a peti¬ 
tioner for the inspection of the ballot boxes, the 
Tribunal must enquire whether the application 
made by the petitioner in that behalf contains a 
concise statement of the material facts on which 
he relies. Yague or general allegations that valid 
votes were improperly rejected, or invalid votes 
were improperly accepted, would not serve the pur¬ 
pose which S. 83(l)(a) has in mind. An application 
made for the inspection of ballot boxes must give 
material facts which would enable the Tribunal to 
consider whether in the interests of justice, the 
ballot boxes should be inspected or not. In dealing 
with this question, the importance of the secrecy 
of the ballot papers cannot be ignored, and it is 
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always to be borne in mind that the statutory rules 
framed under the Act are intended to provide ade¬ 
quate safeguard for the examination of the vali¬ 
dity or invalidity of votes and for their proper 
counting.” 

In Jitendra Bahadur Singh vs. Krishna Behari and others 
(AIR 1970 Supreme Court 276), the Supreme Court held 
that it is quite easy for the counting agents to note down 
the serial numbers of the concerned ballot papers, therefore, 
if the election petition is silent us to the inspection of the 
ballot papers or whether the counting agents have noted down 
the serial numbers of those ballot papers or whether those 
agents raised any objection relating to the validity of those 
ballot papers, if so, who those agents are und what are the 
serial numbers of the ballot papers to which each one of 
them advanced their objections, the material facts required 
to be stated are not satisfied and hence scrutiny of ballot 
paper should not be ordered. The Court while holding so 
made the following observations :— 

“.In the instant case apart from giving certain 

figures whether true or ltnnginaty, the .petitioner lias 
not disclosed in the petition the basis on which he 
arrived at those figures. His bald assertion that 
he got those figures from the counting agents of 
the congress nominee cannot afford the necessary 
basis. He did not say in the petition who those 
workers were and what Is the basis of their in¬ 
formation. It is not his case that they maintained 
any notes or that he examined their notes, if there 
were any. The material facts required to be sta¬ 
ted are those facts which can be considered as 
materials supporting the allegations made. In other 
words they must be such facts as to afford a basis 
for the allegations made in the petition.” 

Reiterating the above view in Bcli Ram Bhalaik vs. Jai 
Behari Lai Khachi and another (AIR 1975 Supreme Court 
283), it was held : 

“.that Sections 100(l)(d)(iii), 101, 102 of the Act 

and Rule 93 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 
implicitly give the Court trying an election petition 
the power to order a recount or production of the 
ballot papers and permit their inspection by the 
parties. Since an order for a recount touches upon 
the secrecy of the ballot, it should not be made 
lightly or as a matter of course. Although no caste 
iron rule of univeisal application can be or has 
been laid down, yet, from a beadroll of the deci¬ 
sions of this Court, two broad guidelines are dis¬ 
cernible : that the Court would be justified in or¬ 
dering a recount or permitting inspection of the 
ballot papers only where (0 all the material facts 
on which the allegations of irregularity or illegality 
in counting ape founded, are pleaded adequately in 
the election petition, and (ii) the Court/Tribunal try¬ 
ing the petition is prima facie satisfied that the 
making of such an order is imperatively necessary 
to decide the dispute and to do complete and effec¬ 
tual, justice between the parties.” 

Similar allegations as are contained in paras 12 and 13 of 
the instant election petition were held in Beli Ram Bhnlaik’s 
case (supra) as not precise and were held to be general and 
vague, floating on the suspicions and belief of the petitioner 
rather than resting on terra firma of material facts. Applying 
the ratio of Ram Scwak Yadav's case (supra) that mere 
allegations that the petitioner suspects or believes that there 
has been improper reception, refusal or rejection of votes or 
there has been irregularity in the counting of ballot papers 
will not be sufficient to support an order or recount and 
inspection. 

Reiterating the aforementioned view in Chanda Singh vs, 
Ch, Shiv Ram Varma and others (AIR 1975 Supreme Co'urt 
403). Krishna Iyer, J. observed thus : 

".On all hands, it is now agreed that the impor¬ 

tance of the secrecy of the ballot must not be lost 
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sight of, material facts to back the prayer for ins¬ 
pection must be bona fide, clear and cogent and 
must be supported by good evidence. We would only 
like to stress .that in the whole process, the seerecy 
is sacrosanct and inviolable except where strong 
prima facie circumstances to suspect the purity, 
ropriety and legality in the counting is made out 
y definite factual averments, ciedible probative 
material and good faith in the very prayer. We may 
even say that no winning candidate should be af¬ 
raid of recount and, conditions as they are, a 
sceptical attitude expecting the unexpected may tie 
correct, informed of course by the broad legal guide¬ 
lines already set out.” 

Summarising the entire case law, in Bhabhi vs. Sheo 
Govind and others (ATR 1975 Supreme Court 2)17), The 
Court catalogued the following circumstances under which 
recount could be ordered : 

“(1) That it is important to maintain the secrecy of the 
ballot which is sacrosanct and should not be allo¬ 
wed to be violated on frivolous, vague and indefi¬ 
nite allegations; 

(2) That before inspection is allowed, the allegations 
made against the elected candidate must be clear 
and gjecific and must be supported by adequate 
statements of material facts; 

(3) The Court must be prima facie satisfied on the 
materials produced before the Court regarding the 
truth of the allegations made for a recount; 

(4) That the Court must come to the conclusion that 
in order to grant prayer for inspection it is neces¬ 
sary and imperative to do full jnstice between the 
panics; 


(5) That the discretion conferred on the Court should 
not be exercised in such a way so as to enable 
the applicant to indulge in a roving inquiry with a 
view to fish materials for declaring the election to 
be void; and 

(6) That on the special facts of a given case sample 
inspection may be ordered to lend further assu¬ 
rance to tho prima facie satisfaction of the Court 
regarding the truth of tho allegations made for a 
recount, and not for the purpose of fishing out 
materials. 

If all these circumstances enter into the mind of 
the Judge and he is satisfied that these conditions 
are fulfilled in a given case, the exercise of the dis¬ 
cretion would undoubtedly be proper.” 

The aforementioned ratio was further approved in N 
Narayanan vs. S. Semmalal and others (AIR 1980 Supreme 
Court 206), In Sasanagouda vs. Dr. S. B. Amarkhed and 
others (AIR 1992 Supreme Court 1163), the Supreme Court 
held that the Court shall not permit a roving enquiry to en¬ 
able the defeated candidate to have access to the ballot 
papers to fish out the grounds. In the instant case, without 
stating the material facts ultimaely effort appears to be to 
have a fishing or roving enquiry in the matter which is 
totally prohibited. In the absence of the ballot numbers and 
precise objection with respect to each, the Court will not 
at all look at such allegations. 

Applying the ratio of the aforementioned judgments to the 
facts of the instant case, it con bo noticed that there is 
total lack of material facts in so far as allegations in paras 
12 and 13 are concerned. Ballot paper numbers are not 
mentioned. With respect to each, the precise objection Is 
not stated Apart from giving certain figures of the ballot 
papers, whether true or imaginary, the petitioner has not 
disclosed any source or material on which he has arrived 
at those figures. It is his bald assertion. No doubt, he has 
given the names of Polling Stations but has neither given the 
tablr numbers or the counting centres with the number of 
ballot oaners so as to find out as to whether the bald asser¬ 
tion of his is based upon any material, The basis of infor¬ 
mation has also not been disclosed. It has now-here been 
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stated in the petition as to whether the information has been 
supplied to him by the election agent or by his counting 
agent, if so, the name of the counting agent. In Jitendra 
Bahadur Singh’s case (supra), the Supreme Court treated all 
these facts as material facts required to be stated in the peti¬ 
tion. The averments are nothing but as held in Boli Ram 
Bhalaik’s case, as not precise, being entirely general and 
vague floating on suspecious and beliefs of the petitioner 
rather than resting on terra Anna of material facts. Iffls, 
there is complete lack of material facts and due to the non- 
impleadment of the basic requirement, namely, the concise 
statement of material facts which is a sine qua non to an, 
election petition, paras 12 and 13 of the petition deserves to 
be struck off. The issue is decided accordingly, 

ISSUE NO. 3 : 

A petition calling in question any election by virtue of 
Section 81 of the Act, can be presented on any one or more 
of the grounds specified in sub-section (1) of Section 100 and 
Section 101 rtf the Act. The grounds stated in sub-section 
fl) of Section 100 for declaring an election to be void are, 
inter alia, as follows - 

(a) commission of any corrupt practice by the returned 
candidate or his election agent or by any other 
person with the consent of returned candidate or 
his election agent; 

(b) Improper rejection of any nomination; 

(c) result of the election in so far as it concerns a re¬ 
turned candidate having been materially affected 
by : 

(i) improper acceptance of any nomination; or 

(ii) by commission of corrupt practice, in the interest 
ol returned candidate by an agent, other than 
his election agent; or 

(ill) improper reception, tefusal or rejection of any 
vote or reception of any vote, which is void; or 

(iv) due to any non-compliance with the provisions ol 
the Constitution, or the Act or Rules made under 
the Act. 

Election petition is required to contain a concise statement 
of material facts on which the petitioner relies Section 83(1) 
(a). Sub-clause (b) of sub-section (1) of Section 83 of the 
Act further requires the setting forth of full particulars of 
any corrupt practice alleged including as full a statement as 
possible of the names of the parties alleged to have com¬ 
mitted such corrupt practice and the date and place of the 
commission of any such practice. 

Various corrupt practices have been defined and enumera¬ 
ted in Soction 123 of the Act, such as, bribery, undue in¬ 
fluence; appeal on the ground of religion, race, caste, com¬ 
munity or language; promotion of feeling of enmity or hatred 
on the ground of religion, race, caste, community or language; 
hiring or procuring of vehicles for free conveyance of the 
electors; obtaining the assistance from any person in thc'Scr- 
vice of (he Government etc. 

An election petition is to be tried by the High Court as 
nearly as may be, in accordance with the procedure appli¬ 
cable under the Code for the trial of a suit (Section 87). 
Sub-section (1) of Section 86 empowers and also enjoins a 
duty on the High Court to dismiss an election petition, 
which does not comply with the provisions of Section 81, 
82 or 117 of the Act, 

The objection of respondent No. 1 is that the entire peti¬ 
tion does not disclose any cause of action and as such is 
liable to be dismissed. The petitioner on the other hand 
contends that the petition is not liable to be dismissed at 
the threshold on the basis of the preliminary objections 
raised. The facts stated in various paragraphs of the elec¬ 
tion petition do constitute making rtf allegations of corrupt 
practices and also do disclose cause of action within the 
meaning of Section 100 of the Act. 

The question posed is aN to whether an election petition 
-can be dismissed at the preliminary stage or has the Court 


any jurisdiction to strike out pleadings under Order 6 Rule 
16 of the Code or to reject the potition under Order 7 
Rule 11 thereof as disclosing no cause of action, which need 
no elaborate discussion. Since Section 87 which deals with 
the procedure for the trial of petition in accordance with 
the procedure laid down in the Code, applicable to suits, 
Older 6 Rule 16, Order 7 Rule 11 and other provisions of 
the Code are applicable, subject to various__pther provisions 
of the Act. Order 6 Rule 16 enjoins upon a Court, at any 
stage of the proceedings, to strike out or delete pleadings, 
which are unnecessary, scandalous, frivolous or vexatious or 
which may tend to prejudice embarras or delay the fair trial 
of the suit. It also empowers the Court to strike off those 
paras of a plaint, which do not disclose any cause of action. 
Consequently, it is the duty of the Court to examine the 
plaint and if on an examination, it finds that it does not 
disclose any cause of action, Court would be justified in 
striking off the pleadings. In case, the Court finds that 
allegations made in the plaint do not make out any cause of 
action and the trial would pre-judice, embarrass and delay 
the proceedings, it may strike out ploadings and when it 
finds that no triable issue remains to be considered, it is 
empowered to reject the plaint under Order 7 Rule 11 61 the 
Code. 

It must be realised, as held in Jagan Nath vs. laswant 
Singh and others (AIR 1954 Supreme Court 210), that though 
the election of a successful candidate is not to be lightly 
interfered with, one of the essentials of the law is also to 
safeguard the purity of the election process and also to see 
that people do not get elected by flagrant breaches of that 
Jaw or by corrupt practices. But before an election 
petition is taken to trial, statutory 

requirement of election law must be strictly observed, since : 

“.an election contest is not an action at law or a 

suit in enquiry but is a purely statutory proceeding 
unknown to the common law and that the Court 
possesses common law power. It is also well settl¬ 
ed that is a sound principle of natural justice that 
the success of a candidate who has won at an 
election should not be lightly interfered with and any 
petition seeking such interference must strictly con¬ 
form to the requirements Of Ihc law. None of these 
propositions however has any application if the spe¬ 
cial law itself confers authority on a Tribunal to 
proceed with a petition is accordance with certain 
procedure and when it does not state the conse¬ 
quences of non-compliance with certain procedural 
requirements laid down by it.” 

Tri K. Kamarajrt Nadar vs. Kunju Thevnr and others (AIR 
1958 S.C. 687)), the supreme Court set aside an order passed 
by an Election Tribunal and of the High Court, refusing to 
consider the preliminary objections raised by the returned 
condidale, at (be initial stage, on the giouod that the same 
would be considered at the (rial of the election petition; and 
held that the prelimm.av obiection snoulrl Ire entertained and 
a derision reached thereupon before further proceedings are 
taken in the election petition. The Court so observed in the 
following words : 

“We are of opinion that both the Election Tribunal and 
the High Court were wrong in the view they took. 
If the rTclim'narv objection was not entertained and 
n decision reached thcreimon. further proceedings 
taken in the Election Petit : on would mean a full 
fledged trial involving examination of a large num¬ 
ber of wdtncsses on bc’udr of the 2nd respondent 
in support of the numerous allegations of corrupt 
practices attributed bv him to the anpellant. his 
agents or others woikine on his behalf; examina¬ 
tion of a lame number of witnesses bv or on behalf 
of the appellant controverting the allegations made 
against him; examination of witnesses in support of 
the recrimination submitted bv the. anpellant against 
the 2nd respondent; and a lame number of visits bv 
the anpellant from distant places like Delhi and 
Bombay to Ranchi resulting in not onlv heavy ex¬ 
penses and loss of time and diversion of the rmne- 
bint from his public duty in the various fields of 
activity including those in the House of the I’eop'e. 





t'HT’T It— 


snro «, um/Rpi it, i9i4 


ft would mean uhftecessafy harassment and.expens- 
es fdr thfe appellant which cbyfd certainly be avoid¬ 
ed if the ijrelhhjfta'fy objection urged by him whS 
decided at mb initial stage by the Election Tribti- 
fiafc" ! v',' 

Section 83 Of the Act, hke the Cbde of Givi! ProcfedurS, 
contains & diStinbtiOn between material facts and, material 
particblars. The distinction between material facts add mate; 
riial particulars is absolutely important Jine^ flilferMt cofife 
ifluemxs may flow from a defifefencf 8f material. facts aha 
particulars in the pleadings. As has' been held in Udhav Singh 
Vs. Mftdhav Rtfb Sciftdia (AIR 1976 Supreme, Court 744), thjjt 
failure tO plead even a sihgle material fact leads to an ffi r 
complete cause of action and incomplete allegations of such 
a cha’rage are liable to be struck, off under Order 6, Ryle 16, 
CPC and if the petition is based solely om those .Objection,!, 
which suffej .from lad;,of, material fabts, the petition is lia¬ 
ble to be summarily rejected. 

Constitution Bench chnsfdenng,the.pleadings in an elebtiofi 
petition challenging the election Of Giaidi Zail Singh, the then 
President Of India, summarily rejected, at the initial stage, 
the petition on the ground that the pleadings contained’in the 
election petition, even assuming, to be true and correct did. not 
disclose any cause of addon for setting aside the election, of 
the Returned candidate (See : Charm), Lai Salto Vs. Giant Zail 
Singh, AIR 198A Supreme Cdurt 309). Deafing; with, (he same 
QueStiOfl in Azhar-JHtogsaia .vs».< Rajiv Gandhi (AIR 1986 
Supreme COdrt 1253), it was held that the whole purpose of 
the conferment of power; to reject a petition disclosing no 
cause of action is to ensUre that a litigation which is 
meaningless and bound to prove abortive should not be 
pettfiitfed to occupy the tinjc of the Court and exercise the 
mind of the .respondent'. The sword of Damocles need not 
be kept hanging over his. head unnecessarily without point or 
purpose. It was further Held, that i 

>>* feVMh m Sh-‘frriiBary iiivil : litigation, the .Court 
beadily exercises' the power to reject -a plgint . if ft 
doe$.not disclose any cause of action. Or the power 
to direct the concerned party to strike out unneces¬ 
sary, scandalous, frivolous or vexatious parts of the 
pleadings. Or such pleadings., which are likely to 
cause embarrassment or delay the. fair trial of the 
action/or which is, otherwise an abuse of the prtfc, 
cess, of law. An order directing a patty to strike out 
8 wtrt of thb pleading would result in the termination 
6f the ease arising irt ^context .of the said plead¬ 
ing. The Courts in exercise of the powers under 
the Code of Civil Procedure can also, treat any 
point fitting to the root of the matter such as one 
perthijjihc to'jUflsdtCtiO'h' 1 dr maintainability'' as a 
preliminary point .and can dismiss a suit without pro¬ 
ceeding jo record’ evidence and hear elaborate argu¬ 
ments m the context of such evidence, if the Court 
i§ satisfied .that The action wduld termifift*'ift Vi#w 
oftHe’merits of ;the preliminary point of obfecitoft 
The 'contention that even if the! election -pemoa ; Is- 
liable' to be' tflimissed Ultimately It should Be so dis¬ 
missed only after recordiru* evidence- is a 'horouehly 
misconceived' and untenable argument.-The powers 
in this behalf are meant to be exercised to sense the 
purpose for which'the--same'have been conferred on 
the competent Court so that the litigation comes to 
an end at the earliest and the concerned litigants 
are relieved of the nsvcho'omral burden ftf the 
gation so as to be free to.follow their ordinary pur¬ 
suits and discharge their ditties. And so that they 
can adjust, their affairs on the footing that the liti¬ 
gation will pot make demands on their time or re¬ 
sources, will not impede their future work, and, they 
nre'free-to'undertake and fulfill other commitments- 
Such being the position in regard to matters per¬ 
taining to ordinary Civil litigation, there is greater 
reason for taking the same view in. regard to matter 
pertaining to elections. ,,So long as the sword of 
Damocles of the election petition remains hanging 
an elected member of the Legislature would not feel 
sufficiently free to devote fits whole-hearted atten¬ 
tion to matters of public importance which clamour 
for his attention in h;‘. capacity as an elected re¬ 
presentative of the concerned constituency. The 
time and attention demanded by his elected office 
will have to be diverted to matters pertaining to the 


contest of the election petition. Instead of being 
engaged in a campaign to relieve the distress Of 
the pbdple iff general add iff the resideniii 
6 t His constituency who voted him into office, and 
instead Of resolving their problems, he would be en¬ 
gaged in a campaign to establish that He has in fact 
been duly elected. Instead of discharging his func¬ 
tions as the elected fapnsentatfyfe of the pSople* he 
Will Hi engaged in a struggle to establish tifat fth is 
indeed such a representative, notwithstanding thi faijt 
that He has in fact, wdn the verdict and the confi¬ 
dence Of the electorate at the polls. He will Have 
not only to win the vote Of the people but alsci to 
win the vote of, the Court in a long drawn out 
litigation before He can whole-heartedly engage Bim- 
Mtlf Hi disctialgini the truft.reposed in him by the 
Uectorate. TH& pedaehcy of the election petifitfri 
would also aCt as a hindrance if he be entrusted 
with same public office in his elected capacity., Hp 
may even have occasions to deal with the represen¬ 
tatives .of foreign powers who may wonder whether 
herein eventually succeed and hesitate to deal wfifi 
him. The fast that an election petition calling into 
question his election is pending may, in a given 
SWCi. act as a psychological fetter and may not per ; 
mt Him to,act> wjtft ftill frimdw*i, j£y@ti If fig fc mad* 
of stern metal,,.the constraint introduces by, the pen¬ 
dency of an election petition may have some impact 
on his subconscious mind without his ever being or 
becoming aware of it. Under the circumstances, there 
is greater reason, why in ,'a 'democratic, set-up, in re¬ 
gard to a matter pertaining to i ,att elected represen¬ 
tative of the people which is likely to inhibit him in 
the discharge of his duties towards the Nation, the 
controversy is set at rest at the earliest if the facts 
Of tha case and tjje law SO warrant. Since the Court 
H8I (he ffewirr id alt. k( the , threshold . [be . power 
must be exercised at the threshold itself j| case {pi 
Cdurt. js satisfied that it is a fit case .for the exerciid 
of such power and that. exercise of such' power Js 
warranted under the relevant provisions of law. To 
wind-up the dialogue, to contend that the powers to 
dismiss or reject an election petition-,.or pass appro¬ 
priate orders, should not be exercised except at the’ 
stage of final judgment , after recording the evidence 
even If the facts of the cj^e..warrant expreise of 
such powers, -at the tbresnfila, is to contend that the 
legislature conferred these powers without fioilit fir 
purpose, and we must close our mental eye to the 
presence of , the powers which should! be treated as 
non-existent. The Court cannot accede to such a 
proposition...., 

The aforementioned proposition that an election petition, 
which does not disclose a cause of action, should be dismis¬ 
sed' in limine, was further reiterated in Bhagwati Prasad Dixit 
‘Ghorewaia’. vs! Rajeev Gandhi (AIR 1986 Supreme Court 
1334): The legal position, as such, is settled that an election 
petition k liable to be dismissed in limine at the initial stage, 
if it does not disclfisd Sny cause of action. 

A cause of action consists of -all facts,_ which it. is essen¬ 
tial for a petitioner to allege and to establish. In other words,! 
the bunfile of facts which takens .with the. lav/ applicable tp 
them gives, the petitioner a right of some relief against the 
opposite party. As required under Section 83 of.the Act. an 
election petition shall contain a concise, statement of materia! 
faqts on wlr'ch the petitioner relic*; and. shall set forth full 
pirticulars of any corrupt practice. All the. primary facts, 
which must be proved at the trial to establish the existence of 
a,, cause of .action are material, facts. The distinction between 
mater/il facts and material particulars has been highlighted by 
the Apex- Court in number of its, pronouncements, which have 
heen cited at bar by the learned counsel for. the .parties and 
need not. be mentioned, here since all of them reiterate the 
same principles. Suffice it will be, to make reference to a 
few of them. 

In Samani N-. Balakmhna etc. vs. George Femspdfz. and 
others fete. (AIR 1969 Supreme Court 1201), the distinction 
between material facts and material particulars has been 
stated in the following words : 

.. .The sepftctn in. mandatory .and requires requires first 
a concise statement of material facts and theft re¬ 
quires the fullest possible particulars. What is 
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(lie difference between material facts and particu¬ 
lar- 7 The word ‘material’ shows that tile facts 
necessary to formulate a complete cause oi taction 
must be stated. Omission of a single material fact 
leads to an incomplete cause of action and the 
statement of claim becomes bad. The function of 
particulars is to present as full a picture of the 
cause of action with such further information in 
details as to make the opposite parly understand 
the case he will .have to meet. There may be some 
overlapping between materia! facts and particulars 
but the two are quite distinct. Thus Ihe material 
facts will mention that a statement of fact (which 
must be set out) was made and it must be alleged 
that it refers to the character and conduct of the 
candidate that it hi false or which the returned 
candidate believes to be false or docs not believe 
to be true and that it is calculated to prejudice the 
chances of the petitioner. In the particular the 
name of the person making the statement, with 
the dhte, time and place will be mentioned. The 
material facts thus will show the ground of corrupt 
practice and the complete cause of action and the 
particulars will give the necessary information to 
present a full picture of the cause of action. In 
stating the material facts it will not do merely to 
quote the words of the section because then the 
efficacy of the words ‘material facts’ will be lost. 
The fact which constitutes the corrupt practice 
must he stated and the fact must be correlated toi 
one of the heads of corrupt practice, Just as a 
plaint without disclosing a proper cause of action 
cannot be said to be a good plaint, tso also an 
election petition without the material facts relating 
to a corrupt practice is no election petition at all. 
A petition which merely cites the sections cannot 
be said to disclose a cause of action where the 
allegation is the making of a fahe statement. That 
statement must appear and the particulars must be 
full as to the person making the statement and the 
necessary information. Formerly the petition used 
to be in two parts. The material facts had to be 
included fn the petition and the particulars in a 
schedule. It is inconceivable that a petition could 
be filed without the material facts and the schedule 
bv merely citing the corrupt practice from the 
statute. Indeed the penalty of dismissal summarily 
was enjoinej for petitions which did rot comply 
with the requirement. Today the particulars need 
not be separately included in a schedule but the 
distinction remains. The entire and complete cause 
of action must be in the petition in th- 3 hape of 
material facts, the particulars being the further in¬ 
formation to complete t.he picture. Thu distinc¬ 
tion is brought out bv the provisions of Section 86 
allhough the penalty of dismissal is taken away. . . 

Tn Azhar Hunsain’s rase (supra), the Court held that the 
material facts are those facts, which if established would 
give the petitioner the relief asked for. The test required 
to be answered is whether the Court could have given a 
direct verdict in favour of I,he election petition in case 
the returned candidate had not appeared to oppose the 
election petition on th- basis of the facts pleaded In the elec¬ 
tion petition In Udhav Singh’s case (supra), the material 
facts were held to be all the prirmrv facts, wJi’ch must he 
proved at ihc trial by a partv to establish the cxislence of 
a cau f e of action or his defence and in the context of a 
charge of corrupt practice. Ihe same were held lo mean 
all t.he basic facts cor’dituting the ingredients of the parti¬ 
cular corrupt practice alleged, which the pe* it inner is bound 
to substantiate before he can succeed on that charge. It 
w-.is held that whether a paricnlar fact is malarial or not 
and ns such required to he pleaded is a attention which 
depends on the nature of the charge levelled, the ground 
relied upon and Ihe special circumstances of flic case. In 
other words it was held that -ill those fact 1 ; which are 
essential to cloth the petition with a complete cause of 
action are material facts, which must he pl-aded and Tt 
failure to plead even a single material fhet amounts to 
disobedience of the mandate of Section 83(JXa), 


Parlici.laru, on the other hand, were held to be the details 
of the rase set up by the party and consequently material 
particulars wculd, therefore, mean ail the details which 
arc necessary to amplify, refine and embellish Ihe material 
facts already pleaded in the petition. Particulars were 
held to serve the purpose of finishing touches in the basic 
contours of a picture already drawn to make it full more 
detailed and more informative.” 

Having noticed the settled position as regards the contents 
of the expression ‘material facts’, it is necessary now to 
examine the various allegations made in the election peti¬ 
tion in order to find out as to whether the same give rise 
to triable issued. In other words, it would be necessary to 
see that whether on the allegations made in the petition, 
without considering the stand taken by the respondent and 
without any further evidence, can a verdict be recorded in 
favour of the petitioner. 

Allegations of non-compliance with the provisions of 
the Act and the Rules 

It had been alleged in para 11 of the petition that the 
names ol the candidates and their symbols were got printed 
in disregard to the instructions with a motive to get the 
name of the returned candidate printed at some conspicuous 
place by changing the 'alphabetic order and by getting the 
name of the returned candidate printed at top of the ballot 
paper. As a condequence, the result of the returned candi¬ 
date was materially affected. This allegation on the face of 
it cannot be said to be disclosing any cause of action .so as 
to result In a triable issue, since it lacks material particulars. 

Section 38 of the Act, which is the substantive provision 
deals with the preparation and publication of lists of contest¬ 
ing candidates in ‘such form and manner as may be prescrib¬ 
ed and sub-scction (2) thereof says that the said list shall 
contain the names in alphabetical order, Rules 22 and 30 
of the Rules relate to the form of ballot paper. Rule 22 
pertainh to postal ballot paper 'and Rule 30 to every other 
ballot paper, These rules envisage the arrangement of the 
names of the candidate on the ballot paper in the same 
order in which they appear in the list of contesting candi¬ 
dates. l ist of contesting candidates in required to be pre¬ 
pared under Rule 10, whch says that such list shall contain 
the particulars set out in forint; 7-A and 7-B and be pre¬ 
pared in such language or languages as the Election Commis¬ 
sion may direct. Sub-rule (3) provides the arrangement of 
the names alphabetically and if the list is in more languages 
then one. according to the script of one of those languages, 
as the Election Commission may direct. 

Now the allegations do not give all material fads. -It In 
not disclosed as to at what serial number, the name of 
the returned candidate ought to have been printed or 
whether there was any change in the alphabetical order, 
vis-a-vis the lid of contesting candidate, which had been 
prepared and printed a’; per the provision of Sec’ion 38 
read with Rule Iff thereof. It was necessary for the peti¬ 
tioner to have alleged, as a part of material fact that the 
names of the candidates in the ballot pap-rs were not arrang¬ 
ed in the same order, in which they appeared in the list 
of contesting candidates. The allegations in para I i thus 
being absolutely vaeite, lacking all necessary material facts 
cannot be said to be at all of a nature which wou'd result 
in taking the petition to trial and the pleadings deserves to 
be ‘struck off. 

Non-compliancc of Rule 13 

In para 14. it is ulleged that the result of the elecnon, in 
so far as it concerns the returned candidate. ha3 materially 
been affected by non-compliance of the provisions of Rule 
13 of the Rules inasmuch as the Presiding Officers of all 
polling booths admitted several unauthorised persons as 
polling agents of the returned candidate. The election at 
such polling placen was influenced bv the non-observance of 
the Rules, which had the impact on the mind of the electors 
that the returned cnndiitate is so powerful that aUv of bis 
men had free access to th- nollina booths. The Presiding 
Officers also appeared to be siding with the returned candidate. 

On the face of it, the allegations also are as vague as 
they could he. The same do not contain essentia) and 
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material facts, such as the names mid numbers of the per¬ 
sons alleged to have been allowed admission, name of the 
polling booths where the alleged persons were permitted 
access. The allegation appears to be with respect to all 
polling booths. With these vague allegations, an election 
petition cannot be permitted to be set down for trial since it 
might give ample opportunity to the petitioner to fill In 
the lacuna and create evidence at his own sweet will.. In 
order to make out a triable issue, the petitioner was re¬ 
quired to give a concise statement of material facts, the 
name of particular booth, name of the person allowed entry 
end the fact whether such persons had been or not been 
appointed as polling agents under Section 46 of the Act 
read with Rule 13. Para 14 of the petition, as such, has 
to be struck off as disclosing no cause of action. 

Commission of corrupt practices 

The rest of the petition except allegations in pgfn 10, Is 
based upon the allegations of commission of corrupt practices 
either by the returned candidate or his election agent or by 
other persons with the consent of returned candidate or 
his election agent. The same are under various heads which 
may be dealt with separately. 

Bribery 

Bribery, so as to constitute the corrupt practice for the 
purposes of this Act has been defined in Section 123(1) of 
the Act as any gift, offer or promise by the candidate or 
his agent or by any other person with the consent of a 
Candidate or election agent. This gift, offer or promise has 
to be of any gratification to an elector with the object 
directly of inducing that elector to vote or refrain from, 
voting or as a reward to au elector of having voted or 
refrained from voting. In order to complete the offence 
of bribery as corrupt practice the receipt or agreement to 
receive any gratification, whether as a motive or reward 
by any person whosoever, for himself or any of the person, 
for voting or refraining from voting fqr inducing or attempt¬ 
ing to induce any elector to vote or refrain from voting. 

Pleading of all material facts so as to give a complete 
picture of the charge of corrupt practices of bribery is 
necessary, in the absence of which the pleading to that effect 
is liable to be struck off under Order 6 Rule 16 of the Code. 
It to not sufficient to merely reproduce the wordings of the 
definition of bribery, but It is essential that concise state¬ 
ment of material facts is given in such a manner so as to 
enable the party charged to have a clear idea of what is 
alleged against him and what case he has to make out. 
The petitioner is also required to set forth the particulars 
of corrupt practice including as full a statement as possible 
of the names of the parties as alleged to have committed 
such corrupt practice and the date and place of commission 
of such corrupt practice. 

The pleadings In this regard and various allegations of 
bribery as corrupt practice have been enumerated in paras 
15(1) to (viii), (xii), (xiil), para 22 (c), (d), re) & ff). Each 
of such allegations alleged will have to be dealt with separa¬ 
tely with precise lacuna as pointed out and its effect. 

In para 15(i), it is alleged that the returned candidate 
on 12th May, 1991 at about 8.00 PM m the meeting of 
workers at Hamirpur gave instructions that funds a ns. to 
be destributed to children of Antodya families und grants 
are to be made to Mahila Mandate in the constituercy and 
then by directly or indirectly inducing the parents of 

those children and members of Mahila Mandate to vote 
for him. It is alleged that the workers of the teturned 
candidate assured the voters of the Antodya families and 
members of Mahila Mtmdals that in case they vote and 
support the returned candidate, funds shall be distributed 
to them and on their promise to vote and support the 

returned candidate funds were distributed to them. 

These allegations of the alleged assurance to the voters 
is by the workers of the returned candidate and not an 

assurance directly alleged to have been held out by the 

candidate, In such an eventuality the necessary and impor¬ 
tant link which is missing is about the ’consent’ of the 
returned candidate. Besides this, the names of the workers 
alleged to have given assurance, the names of voters of 
200 GI)93—13 


the Antodya families and members of Mahila Mandate to 
whom the alleged assurance was held out, the fact* of funds 
distributed etc. are all missing, In the absence of these 
facts, which are material, the allegations are not proper 
for making a charge of corrupt practice. 

In three different sub-paras of para 15, the allegations of 
bribe by getting provided water taps as gratifications have 
been made, which may be dealt with together. 

The allegations made out in sub-para (11) of para 15 are 
that in a meeting held in village Bhanjal on 15th May, 
1991 at 7.00 PM the returned candidate openly held out to 
the electors that in case they promise to vote for him he 

shall see that water taps are fitted In their house* 

before the actual date of poll. The electors present 
in the meeting assured the returned candidate that 

in case taps are provided and fitted in their houses 

before the date of poll, entire electors of that village 
shall vote for him. Since the State was ruled by the Bhartlya 
Janta Party to which party the returned candidate be’ong, 
taps were got fitted by him in the village before the date 
of poll in pursuance to his promise given to the electors. 

The allegation of corrupt practice of bribery made In para 
15(vii) is that on 23rd April, 1991, the returned candidate 
promised one Bakshi Ram of village Chhat In Tehsll Ohumar- 
win of providing water tap in return for his support during 
the election by casting his vote and for propagating for hla 
election campaign. On an assurance given by Bakshi Ram, 
the returned candidate ordered the concerned authorities and 
Rot provided water tap on out of turn basis and the Said 
Bakshi Ram actually canvassed for the returned candidate. 

It is alleged in para 15(viil) that on 6th May, 1991, during 
the visit of respondent No. 1 to Bilaspur District, the resi¬ 
dents of Ghagas met him and requested for immediate ins¬ 
tallation of public and private water taps In the village. The 
request was made by Durga Ram on behalf of those persons, 
who assured that he would vote and support the returned 
candidate and on this assurance, the returned candidate got 
the public tap shifted for the convenience of Durga Ram and 
other residents of the village. In the last week of April, 
1991, the returned candidate also visited Geharwin area and 
canvassed for votes. It was promised that their demands 
for a public tap would be granted on their support to him 
in the election. Lckh Ram Verma, Advocate, of the area 
approached the returned candidate for this purpose and he 
readily agreed. Consequently, the tap was installed near 
Sitla Mata Mandir on 2nd May, 1991. Similar promise 
in turn for support to the returned candidate was given by 
Bhagat Ram, llp-pradhan, which was also fulfilled and pri¬ 
vate water tap was Installed. 

It is not stated that water taps were provided by the 
returned candidate. The statement in these sub-paras Is to 
the effect that the returned candidate got provided the taps. 
Whether it was through the Government machinery or other¬ 
wise is not stated. In case, it was Government 
machinery then how the returned candidate got pushed the 
cases of villagers in getting provided the water taps is not 
stRted. Keeping aside the objection of the learned counsel 
for the respondents about the names of persons deployed In 
getting the work executed, time and place or other such facts 
which might come within the ambit of particulars and not 
material facts, it can be noticed that material facts are not 
stated. There is total lack of averment as regard the alleged 
acts (assurances etc., as to whether the same was with the 
object of directly or indirectly inducing the electors to vote. 

In para 15(iii), it is alleged that about 60 to 70 elector* 
were present in Ghanari village in Gagret Assembly segment 
of the constituency on 13th May, 1991 at 9.00 PM when 
the returned candidate in a meeting promised the elector* 
that a case they vote for him he shall get sanctioned lor 
their village road as well as for sinking rig an amount of 
Rs, 15,000 to Rs, 20,000. The electors promised to vote 
for the returned candidate in lieu of this assurance and conse¬ 
quent upon the promise of the returned candidate and the 
assurance given by the electors, the work of fitting the rig 
and construction of road was got started by the returned 
candidate through the Government headed by Bhartiya Janta 
Party. The objection to these allegations te that the same 
do not constitute any corrupt practice, since the names of 
the electors alleged to have accepted the alleged offer are not 
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the electors alleged to have accepted the alleged offer are not 
stated, nor it is stated that the work of digging of the rig 
and construction of road was dope with the consent of the 
returned candidae. Name of the persons executing the work 
is also not disclosed. Time add period of commencement of 
the work is also not disclosed. \ 

The allegation in para 15(iv) is that 40 persons attended 
a meeting at Bilaspur on 6th May, 1991 at 7.30 PM addres¬ 
sed by the returned candidate. ' Old age pension to the bene¬ 
ficiaries in advance was assured to be got paid in case the 
electors were to vote for him. The persons including old 
age pensioners present in the meeting are alleged to have 
assured that in case old age pension is paid to the pensioners 
in advance they shall vote for him. Pursuant to the promise, 
old age pension in advance was gut paid by the Government 
ran by Bhartiya Janta Party, otherwise, earlier old age pen¬ 
sion used to be distributed years after it fell due. Besides, 
usual objection about the. identity of the old age pensioners, 
the amount of pension, date of release etc., it is contended 
dial even assuming the charge to be correct, meeting the 
genuine grievance of the public does not amount to corrupt 
practice. 

r In para ld(v), it is alleged that a deputation of voluntary 
teachehr working in Hamirpur and Una Districts including 
three'persons named therein met the returned candidate, who 
whs then a member of the out-going 9th Lok Sabha at 
6.30 PM on 22nd April, 1991 at Hamirpur for putting for¬ 
ward their demand*. , During discussion, the returned candi¬ 
date promised the deputationists that in case they support 
and give a call to the members to support the Bhartiya Janta 
Party he would see that their demands, especially to increase 
die emoluments are accepted by the-State Govetfenent. Con¬ 
sequent to the promise by the returned candidate and assur¬ 
ance by the deputationists, the demands were got accepted by 
the reutmed candidate from the State Government and in 
retinn; General Secretary of the Voluntary Teachers Associa¬ 
tion issued a press statement that their Association will sup¬ 
port the Bhartiya Janta Party. It is alleged that the press 
Statement was published in different Newspapers including 
Indian Express, Chandigarh Edition dated 12th May, 1991. 
Member of the -.Volimtary Teachers Association voted for 
die returned candidate. Statement as regards material facts 
which* is lacking is the exact place and time of the alleged 
meeting, nature of demands of the Association, whether of 
not the voluntary teachers were electors. It is contended that 
even assuming the averments to be correct, redressal of the 
genuine grievances of a section of Society cannot amount to 
corrupt pratice. 

Further allegation made in para. 15(vi) is that a deputation 
of about 10—15 persons met the returned candidate on 5th 
May, 1991 with a demand for making straight the motOrable 
road leading from their village by diverting it from a curve. 
The returned candidate promised to have the needful done 
from Public Works and Transport Minister Shrl Jagdev Chand 
provided the denutatiotiists assure that they and other voters 
ctf the village will cast their vots3 in his favour in the ensuring 
Lok Sabha- noils to which the deputationists agreed and as¬ 
sured that they shall, vote for him and also secure votes of 
other electors. Consequent upon this, the returned candidate 
ted the deputationists to the Transport Minister, who again, 
on the assurance of the deputationists to east their votes in 
favour of the returned candidate and also to persuade other 
electors to vote in his favour and with the consent of the 
returned candidate agreed to meet their demand and actually 
got it redressed before the polls. The contention is that the 
material facts, sucfi as date, time and place at which the 
returned candidate is alleged ,to have led the deputationists 
to the Transport Minister or time and place and where the 
deputationists met him as also, the paste of the denuta- 
tlopists or the person, who, are alleged to have assured for 
procuring Votes are tacking, It' is further contended -feat 
assuming the averments to be correct, meeting the genuine 
demands of public will not amount to corrupt practice. 

It is alleged in para 15fxifl that one Harish Chander of 
vfflgee Dhanner, approached the returned candidate on-23fd 
April. 1991 for the sneed-y construction of road. The return¬ 
ed candidate asked to vote for him and also canvass" for 
vote in Ms favour. The said Hariah. Chander promised .to 
do so. 18 gangs. of labourers consisting, of 200, persons were 
got'employed to construct’ 1.5 Ktn. stretch of road within a 
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veek, which was got done by the returned candidate, through 
he Government solely with an object that the road is com¬ 
pleted before the actual date of poll. The road was in¬ 
augurated by the Deputy Speaker in the presence of the re¬ 
turned candidate, who .appealed to the Voters for ensuring 
success. The villagers promised to vote *for him and actually 
voted for him for his having comoleted the road. 

It is not stated that whether the Deputy Speaker appealed 
to the voters with consent of the candidae. Whether the 
assurance for the construction of road was with the object 
of directly or indirectly to induce voters to vote for the 
candidate. In what manner it is a gratification to Harijsh 
Chander is not stated. All these statements are part iof 
material facts. 

It is alleged in para 15(xiii) that at the intervention iof 
the returned candidate through the Bhartiya Janta Party 
Government prospectus in election were enhanced by the 
announcements by the Government for upgradation of Gov¬ 
ernment Middle School, Selassi (Jhahiari) to a High Schobl. 
The returned candidate had promised to get this done jin 
exchange of votes. The guardians of the children were 
encouraged to get the school leaving certificates and enrol 
in 9th class in 2nd and 3rd week of May, 1991. Although 
the school has not yet been upgraded. Thus, the returned 
candidate induced the voters of the area to vote for him. 
ft is contended that the allegations are lacking. There is no 
averment as regards element of bargain. Who was approach¬ 
ed or promised and with whom the bargain was struck aid 
also the nature of the bargain. In any case, allegations jas 
made are nothing but a pointer on the eve of election for 
getting the grievances of the general public redressed. In 
the absence of any pleadings that the returned candidate 
abused his power or position by utilising public revenue fpr 
conferring advantage or benefit on a particular group pi 
people, the allegations, as made, do not amount to corrupt 
practice.-since the instances quoted are the fulfilment of the 
grievances of (he public 

It is alleged in para 22(c) that the returned candidate, 
through his election agents, agents and other persons, with 
his consent, including R. R, Kaundal, Deputy Speaker of the 
Vidhan Sabha, on 8th May, 1991, at village IlTewal in Dis¬ 
trict Bilaspur offered allurements to the. voters of this and 
the adjoining village Tarsuh, especially the Mahila voter*, 
for voting in favour of the returned candidate and an amount 
of Rs. 40,000 was announced as sanctioned for Mahila Mandal 
Bhawan of the area. It is further alleged that Husan Chand, 
Sint. Bhagwani, Abdul Karim and Gala Ram Iof 
these villages, were the victims of this corrupt prac¬ 
tice. The precise objection raised by Shri Jain 
is that there is no statement of fact made in this para as 
to who announced and sanctioned the anjount of Rs. 40,000. 
It is also not stated that the announcement and sanction iof 
the amount was with the consent of the returned candidajte. 
There is also no statement as regards the precise corrupt 
practice relatsble to the persons mentioned ini this para 
namely, Husan Chand, Bhagwani. Abdul Karim and Gala 
Ram. It is not ascertainable from the allegations as to 
whether the alleged allurement was by the election agent or 
by any other person with the consent of the returned can¬ 
didate. In case, it is by any other person the name is not 
mentioned except that of R. R. Kaundal. In case the alle¬ 
gations are taken as an allurement on the prt of R. K. Kaun- 
dil. With/the consent Of the candidate, it is not stated las 
to what' was the alleged allurement. 

The material facts, which on the face of it are absolutely 
lacking, are the consent of returned candidate, as regards 
the announcement and sanctioning of the amount for MahMa 
Mandal, who gave allurement and who sanctioned (he 
amount: Statements of fact as regard the element ofb&r- 
galn are also missing. 

In para 22(d). itr is stated 'that the returned candidate pre¬ 
sided© over a Bee Keeping Training Camp, rnauguraetd by 
Deputy Speaker R. R. fCanndal on 10th May, 1991 at 
vfibg© Berthin. A stipend of Rs. 20© per trainee and a 
loan of .Rs. 4.000 each' gt concessional rate of 4 per cent per 
aijnutp was announced by the. retpraed candidate. It Was 
proclaimed, op the occasion that the camp was specially held 
in the area-.since it-was @ strong hold of Bhartiya Janta thirty 
and he wanted this tolas proved again by the voter's of the 
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area by voting for him. The further declaration made was 
that the.voters would also get benefit in future with similar 
facilities and development works. It is alleged that Smt. 
Rup Rani aud Kishori Lai of village Berthia and the other 
neighbouring villages and other were the subject of this 
corrupt practice. The statements in this pars lacking 
material tacts, as contended by Mr. Jain, are the element of 
bargain. 

Mere announcement of providing stipends and loan, with¬ 
out further siating, as a part of material fact, that the same 
was with the object of directly- or indirectly inducing the 
voters to vote or refrain from voting at the election or the 
further allegation that the same was as a reward will not 
be sufficient to bring the allegations within the definition of 
bribery. What type of gift, offer or promise was made to 
the two persons, namely, Roop Rani and Kishdri Lai or 
what was the exact bargain struck is not disclosed. 

Para 22(e) alleges that the returned candidate and the 
Public Works and Transport Minister Mr. Jagdev Chand on 
5th/6th May, 1991, held a meeting at village Bhumpal, in 
which the returned candidate declared that three kilometres 
stretch of link road between Bhumpal and Machhwan would 
be constructed speedily by the Public Works Department, if 
the voters of the area would vote for the returned candidate, 
,to which the people agreed. The returned candidate further 
announced that the State Government would provide funds 
immediately and the road would be completed shortly. 
Ishwar Dass, Chint Ram and Jagdamba alongwiht others 
Were made subjects of this corrupt practice. It is contend¬ 
ed that the allegations afe: deficient in material facts since 
11 tw* at all pleaded that (he alleged promise was made 
with .the object directly or indirectly inducing the electors 
to vote or refrain, from voting or that it was a reward to 
the electors; for having voted or refrained from voting. In the 
absence of allegations of inducement, the link fe not com- 
plete and the allegations cannot be made a triable issue in 
(in tied ion Petition. . - 4 ' 

The last of the allegations in the series of allegations per¬ 
taining to bribery as corrupt practice is in para 22(f) that 

J?ZrZ /t '£ k ;l r u XCt !° n L ? iembers Antodya families in 
mnii'SsSf? Chayat ’ Morsl ”S'hi and neighbouring villages of 
Ghunaarwin were assured , by the returned candidate during 

of S AntJUa I hat , area on , ’!*' M ay. 1991 (hat the cbildref 
lr d ^ famll,eS wou,d 1,6 paid stipend before the date 
of poll if* they assure to vote for him. Some voter;* were 
pleased to do so. Consequently, 5 children of Gram Pan- 

1991 ’ ^a re d :f',' buted r Rs - 1 50 each 5th’ May, 

I99L Three other students of class lOih of Government 

School,; Ghumarwin were also allowed sti¬ 
pend of Rs. 150 each. The submission made on bahalf of 

tha l tber ® I s absolutely no altegafipn that 
2£SSy p omJ i? of. Providing stipend was with, the object 
Of directly or indirectly inducing the voters to yoifi or re- 
fram from voting. In case any promise was dfiade) names 
of persons to whom such promise was made‘or held out 
the names of such voters, who accepted the alleged pro- 
n> J se . are , noi a* all disclosed. Who distributed the stipend 
whether it was the returned candidate or its was any other 
person or it was paid from any other source, 

Haying narrated, what has been contended by the learned 
counsel for the parties, about the statements made in the 
p f h , t i c>n , ab ? ut th . e aI l*gatiosn of the corrupt practices alleged 
of the bribery, it has to be seen whether any or some of 
such allegations do contain all essential ingredients of bri- 
^ an material facts on which the petitioner relies or 

- *?, ° . er words wheher the facts stated amount to making 

- allegations of corrupt practice giving rise to" triable -Issues. 

. As . has been noticed above, that whether a particular fact 
is a material fact or not and as such is required fe ift pleaded 
« a (question which detiends on the nature of* the charge 
levelled, the ground relied upon and the special Circumstance 
of the case. Some of the judgments relfed upon bv the 
learned ^counsel for the parties pertaining to the commf 
practice of btrberv deserves to be noticed at this stage out 
befoe doing scythe well recognised principle Mich has to 
be kept m mmd is that a candidate is entitled to canvass 
fo», votes. One who is In the field as a candidate is also 
entitled to nourish his constituency during ejection cam¬ 
paign. But election Is somehlng which, must he conducted 


fairly. To arrange to spend money on the eve of election, 
although for general good, is when all is said and done an 
evil practice, even if it may not be a corrupt practice. The 
dividing line between the evil practice and corrupt practice 
is a very thin one. Emphasis has been laid by the Supreme 
Court in a number of its judgments that it should be under' 
stood that energy to do public good should be used trot on 
the eve of election but much earlier, since slight evidence 
might change the said evil practice into a corrupt practice, 
Since election disputes are not cases at common law or 
equity but are strict statutory proceedings and the result of 
an election is not available to be interfered with lightly it is 
a sound principle of natural justice that the success of h 
candidate who has won at an election should not be lightly 
interfered with any such petition seeking such interference 
must strictly comply with the requirements of law. 

In Ghasi Ram vs. Dal Singh and others .(AIR 1968 
Supreme Court 1191), the Supreme Court took notice of 
the fact that with an election in the near future, (he poli. 
tical party had to do acts of public nature. Discretionary 
grants made 1 and money distributed from out of the discre¬ 
tionary funds by the Ministers amongst the voters generally 
to be used for the good of those- for and those against the 
candidate were held having the effect of no doubt pushing 
forward the claim , of a .candidate but that was inevitable. 
Such distribution of grants i^as held not amounting to 
corrupt practice, in the absence of any clear allegation that 
there was any element of bargaining, directly or indirectly 
wtth the voters. The principles laid down in this judgment 
vue later followed and applied in Mrs. Om Prakash Jain vs. 
Abnash Chand and another (AIR 1968 Supreme Court 1083) 
where it was held .that a.,Minister in the ^charge of his 

wi Jv, ma X. b ® req, ! lred to certain acts of administrataion 
including the granting of money for the upliitment of cer¬ 
tain community but this act of Minister cannot be con- 

unle . ss S is shown that ther e was bargain 
with the voteffc for getting their assistance in the election. 

reme rwt nn 3 * VS ’ C H ‘. Nitra i Sin 8 h (AIR 1970 Sup- 
Wtf, Zll h ar ' n ouncemept at 35 election meeting of 

X , ° f gmitin8 ^ftain exemptions to the agri- 

zn/rtl As (ncre^mg Dearness Allowance to Classen 

ed to^e bA,^? 6 ?!, ty; ' * hq ' Gh ' ef Min1ster who happen- 
heWed a tTf£ g AV h ?-’ San }u ***** whic h the candidate 
i allegation that such announcements were 

SndidatL werfh' C lH M '” ister ’ witK.the consent of returned . 

, • he d not amounting to any corrupt practice 
within the ambit of Section 123 (IXA) ofthTAct 

he. eralier two judgments M Ghasi Ram’s 
1)2 Irai Jams cases (supra), the Supreme Court in 
Dev Raj Anand vs. BhagwandassM.asjd, another (AIR 1971 
Supreme Couprt 241), held that the gisTof corrupt prrctice of 

*? do something for those opposed 
* ^ 5 candidate with a view tar chan crim* titofr VAtue 
as a bargain for vetes. 

thp R S«*«f > serv}c e by the Ministers on 

llX!!. 0 * r #estsing grievances of public in re- 

ot XX co ustructibn of roads or installation of water taps 
XteXXw J 2 an,tar £ dra,ns ’ or pits - ^ould no} be inti 
was f ° r #L or ’? rorT ” se °f sratifiention. This 

K-XiXXX e P x r T? d the Su Pr«ne Cont in Bbanu 
Ki.ma Shastn vs Mohgp Lai Sukhadia and others (AIR 1971 
Supreme Court 2025)-W for holding so. rVhW* was 
placed m Ghasi RamWrd Om Prsbha Jain\ cases (supra). 

It was further_ held that- the. allegation of corrupt practice Is 
a charge of criminal nature., Paovyions in the Act are intend- 
f he#ti_rity. S election, but at ffie Jams rime 


t^^rovisions stenld not. he sphverted for the impure 
nrtflnp of mal'giftag candidate^ who happen b« in the 
1 iovrrpm-nf eve. of etecrion Tbe rfermat- honafide 

acts rff-parscg* wjrp happen to ,be. Min»»er, h->v^to be 
• et>f abuse of o P 

rasoitncK-^f, ar» not avaifabf» to-fhrir opponanfs • Tf 
was turtW-f pointed _out that ordr-tartty- om-tlnm*las of the 
gnevSp.^'of the onhlic appears to h» tanpemirat. The 
Pennon Hm honafidd -aims and neptpations of'candidates 

had to het n-OtecVd-tpr, “ the one hand and m"ta«de- 

arm BTTogSnce of .puSyvex will have to. he censured on tt,- 
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Whether tall promise* made on the eve of election by a 
party in power with a view to help people would fall within 
me ambit of bribery or gratification came up for considera¬ 
tion before the Supreme Court in Iqbal Singh vg. Gurdag 
jrigu and others (AIR 1976 Supreme Court 27). Grants were 
made for construction of Dharamshalas for Harijans and pro¬ 
mise was also made to issue gun licences by addressing public 
...oetings impressing upon the voters that if they would vote 
ii layout of the candidate, such licences would be granted, 
the Court held that such grants made for construction of 
ijharamshalas and promise for issuing gun licences would not 
tall within the ambit of bribery and gratification. In para 10 
ui. me report, it was held that: 

“.The anxiety to spend the money towards the end 

of the financial year is also natural. If the end of the 
financial year also happens to be the period when an 
election is going on parties in power naturally be¬ 
stir this to show that they are active in trying to 
show that they are out to help the people. They 
address meetings and hold out all sorts of promises. 
Where a large section of the people are concerned, 
who only get an amenity which they ought in any 
case to get and which they get probably alittle more 
easily because it happens to be election time, it can¬ 
not be said that the person in authority making that 
promise and holding out that he would carry out 
many remedial measures to benefit the people was 
resorting to bribery or bargaining for votes. It may 
not amount to setting up a very .high standard and it 
may be very desirable that whatever Is <Jone for the 
people should be done by persons in authority 
throughout the period of their office. But they natu¬ 
rally are more active ot election time than other 
times. That cannot be said to amount to corrup¬ 
tion." 

Applying the ratio in Om Prabha Jain’s case (supra), the 
Court further held in para 14 of the report: 

“.... ordinarily amelioration of grievances of the pub¬ 
lic is innocuous and cannot be construed against a 
candidate who is a Minister but that if there is 
evidence to indicate that any candidate at the elec¬ 
tion abused his power and position as a Minister 
in the Government by utilising public revenues for 
conferring advantage or benefit on a particular group 
of people for the purpose of obtaining their votes, 
different considerations will arise and it may be held 
to be a corrupt practice within the meaning of Sec¬ 
tion 123(1). In that case It was hold that in all the 
Instances relied upon by the appellant the evidence 
showed that there were long standing public griev¬ 
ances and the Government had from time to time 
made suggestions and recommendations for redress 
of the grievances and amelioration of the condition 
of the people and that it could not be said that on 
the eve of election there was any sudden or spon¬ 
taneous outburst of public activity in the shape of 
diverting money to win electors to the side of the 
Chief Minister by throwing baits or giving them any 
particular and specially favoured treatment. These 
observations apply to the esse of grants for Harljan 
Dharamshalas. 

In Surinder Singh vs. Hardial Singh and others (AIR 1985 
Supreme Court 89). in which case a voter was found to have 
applied to the State Electricity Board for removal of electric 
wires over-hanging first floor of his house and the application 
and demand against him to deposit a sum of Rs. 1000 with 
'he Board were pending since long. Grievance was made by 
him of the overhanging wires to the contesting candidate. 
By exercising hi a influence by the candidate, the wires were 
got removed Immediately, The required deposit was also held 
‘o havq been made in the name of voter. The Court held 
the* even if allegations tnade and evidence adduced were 
accepted as such, the same would not be sufficient to estab¬ 
lish the charge of corrupt practice that the candidate took 
up 'he cause of the voter for early shifting of the overhanging 
-W'r’c wire. The Court placed reliance upon Bhanu Kumar 
qtiHstri's case (supra) and expanded the principle further 
t-v ho'dtng that a candidate is entitled to canvass for votes. 
One who I* in the field to be an electoral’ representative is 
sl*o entitled to nourish his constituency, Amelioration of grley- 
rnres of the public l* innocuous and cannot be construed 
agains* a candidate. While nourishing la a legitimate activity, 
the Court cautioned that it Is of paramount Importance 


that nourishing should not transgress the limit so as to cor¬ 
rupt the electoral process. The appellant in that case was held 
to be already in the field as a candidate for the legislature 
and as such was entitled to help the people of his constituency 
in a legitimate way. The Court found that the evidence on 
record was not sufficient that the candidate had deposited 
the demand raised by the Electricity Board against the voter. 
As such, taking «p of the cause of voter for early shifting ot 
electric wire overhanging the first floor by exercising his In¬ 
fluence over the Board would not amount to bribe. 

In Dhartipakar Madan Lai Agarwal vs. Shri Rajiv Gandhi 
(AIR 1987 Supreme Court 1577), the allegations made were 
that the respondent-candidate and his mother Smt. Indira 
Gaudhi an their workers with the consent of both made pro¬ 
mises through Newspapers, pamphlets etc. that voters should 
cast their votes in favour of the respondent for the develop¬ 
ment of constituency because bis victory will ehsuro progress 
and development. On account of the speeches voter® could 
not cast their votes impartially, instead they cast their votes 
in favour of Rajiv Gandhi and when both the candidate and 
his mother attended the meetings together, an impression was 
gathered that since Smt. Indir a Gandhi was the Prime Minis¬ 
ter, and her son was a candidate, there was bound to be pro¬ 
gress in Amethi. These allegations were held only represen¬ 
tations and no more. In the absence of any allegation of any 
element of bargaining in making appeal to voters with the 
object of directly or indirectly inducing the voters such de¬ 
claration of public policy or a promise of a public action 
was held as not maldng proper allegation of corrupt practice 
of bargain. Relying upon the ratio in H. V. Kamath’s case 
(supra), the Court held that: 

.A general promise made by the Prime Minister 

or Minister to redress public grievance or to provide 
for public amenities for developing the constituency 
if elected, does not amount to corrupt practice... 

In B. Rajgopala Rao and another vs. Appayya Dora Hanu- 
manthu and others (AIR 1990 Supreme Court 1889), speeches 
and advertisements made offering for the sale of dhoties and 
sarees at discount rate® was held to be in the nature of a 
benefit offered to poor persons in the State. Announcement of 
such measures, which are intended for the benefit of any of 
the classes for whose amelioration the Government can nor¬ 
mally be expected to work like the poor or the economically 
backward classes. These allegations, though were held bound 
to have financial repercussions but by no stretch of imagina¬ 
tion amounting to making allegations of corrupt practice or 
bribery. In holding so the Court placed reliance upon its 
earlier decisions noticed above. 

Similar proposition was laid and applied in a recent judg¬ 
ment by the Supreme Court in Laxml Narayan Nayak ve. 
Ramratan Chaturvedi ami others (AIR 1991 Supreme Court 
2001), after following the ratio in Iqbal Singh’s case (supra). 
It was held that giving of any gratification with the object of 
inducing the receiver or tny other person to vote is an offence 
while acceptance of gratification by a person either for him¬ 
self cr for any other person or for Inducing of any other to 
vote is an offence. In other words, giving is an offence, if 
paid to the voter or guch giving Induces another person to 
vote. It is not gMng a gratification to order that he may 
induce another person to vote that is an offence, whereas a 
receipt of a gratification to order to Induce another person 
to vote is an offence. 

Applying the ratio of the aforementioned cases to the plead¬ 
ings of this case, it can be noticed that the allegations made 
ure of a general nature alleging that the petitioner either him¬ 
self or through his_ election agent or through other persons in 
his speeches promised to have the grievances L pf tne consti¬ 
tuents redressed by getting the water taps got fitted, having the 
work of sinking of rig completed, got the loans sanctioned, 
got the old age pension paid, got speeded up the construc¬ 
tion of roads, got declared the upgradation of Scljools, got 
the demands of voluntary teachers as regards Increase In 
emoluments accepted, got sanctioned amount of Rs. 40,000 
for construction of Mahila Mandal Bhawan. got sanctioned 
stipend and loans etc. Such redressal of grievances on the 
touch-stone of ratio In aforementioned judgments, particularly 
that of Surinder Singh’s case {supra) in itself, would not 
amount to bribe since respondent, a candidate Is entitled to 
canvas? for votes. He being to the field was also entitled to 
nourish hi® constituency. Amelioration of grievances of the 
public Is innocuous and cannot be construed against thn 
candidate There Is no allegation made hi the entire petition 
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that election process was made corrupt by illegitimate mean*- 
Nourishing is a legitimate activity. Helping the constituent 
in a legitimate way is not prohibited. It is nowhere alleged 
in the petition that the petitioner himself paid any amount 
or himself offered any gratification. In case long standing 
demands of the members of public were already jjending as 
i egards of fitting of water taps, sinking of rig, sanctioning of 
loans, payment of arrears of old age pension, increase in emolu¬ 
ments of voluntary teachers, construction of roads etc., any 
hekl rendered by getting those grievances met would not 
amount to bribery. Addressing meetings and holding out all 
sort of promises, where a large section of public is concerned, 
to get the amenities provided or getting expedited the work of 
completion of such works, which they ought in any case 
would get, which they got probably, a little more easy nnd 
early because it happened to be in an election time, it cannot 
be said that the person in authority making a promise and 
holding that he would carry out remedy and measure to bene¬ 
fit the public was resorting to bribery or bargaining for vote* 

Without considering the other objections. raised on behalf 
of respondent No, 1, such ai non-mentioning of exact time, 
place, names of persona, the manner of holding out promises, 
at whose instance, whether with the object directly or indirect¬ 
ly inducing an elector to vote, the names of persons who in 
turn acceped the alleged promises, it can be said that allega¬ 
tions as a whole in each of the aforementioned sub-paras do 
not set out essential material facts which it wa* necessary for 
the petitioner to allege. In the absence of stating the material 
facts with clarity and without giving a clear picture of the 
charges alleged and making half-hearted attempt with a view to 
make out a fishing or roving enquiry, it cannot be said that 
the aforementioned allegations in the petition can be set down 
for hearing on merits. No corrupt practice can be inferred 
from reading ono sentence hero and other sentence there- 
Each instance In itself, making out a charge of corrupt 
practice must make out statement of material facts. Word* 
can neither be imported nor implied to search out or Infer 
the Intention of the petitioner. As such on reading these 
portions of petition, allegations made, as such on the face 
of it, do not disclose any triable cause of action. 

UNDUE INFLUENCE: 

The allegations made in the petition seeking to set aside 
the election on the ground of the corrupt practice of undue 
influence arc to be found In paras 16(1). (H), (Hi) A (1st) 
and are to the following effect: 

Accompanied with Jagdev Chand, Public Works Minister, 
Babu Nandu Ram and Tota Ram of village Danger, the 
returned candidate visited the Haitians colony on 16th May, 
1991 at 7.30 P.M. Jagdev Chand in the presence of a re¬ 
turned candidate threatened tho electors of the Harijan loca¬ 
lity that in case they did not vote for the returned candidate, 
they will have to face dire consequences and al»o threatened 
that their entire locality shall be burnt and they shall not 
be allowed to live In the area. This happened in the presence 
Of and with the consent of returned candidate. 

in presence of and with the consent of returned candidate, 
R. R. Kaundal, Deputy Speaker of Vidhan Sabha and alio 
representing Ghumarwin constituency, during elections in May, 
1991 in village Ihabola thrice threatened the voter* that in 
case the voters did not cast their votes In favour of the 
returned candidate, no development works shall be under¬ 
taken nor any attempt to redress their grievances shall be 
made. 

During the laBt week of April, 1991, R. R. Kaundal, 
Deputy Speaker with consent and In presence of the returned 
candidate pressed upon Nikki Devi of village Gharan to cast 
her vote in favour of returned candidate and also to work 
for him. Nikki Devi refused to do so. R. R, Kaundal 
threatened Nikki Devi of dire consequences, and as a result, 
thereof and to take a revenge he entered Into litigation with 
Nikki Devi. 

Workers of Bhartiya Janta Party alongwlth the elect'on 
agent of returned candidate and Kashmiri Lal Joshl, sitting 
M.L.A. of Bhartiya Janta Party from Santokhgarh Assembly 
Segment in village Polian Beet Instigated and indulged In 
stone hurling on Harijan voters who had gone to Polian 
Beet Polling Station to cast their votes. In this Incident, Smt 
Rani, Harijan woman was seriously injured. This act terrorised 
the aUctor*. 


In the background of these allegations made in the peti* 
u'on, it has to be seen as to whether proper averments have 
been made and requirement* of law met. 

Undue influence in order to constitute a corrupt practice, 
requires to be pleaded as essential facts of direct or indirect 
interference or attempt to interfere with the free exercise of 
electors rights on tho part of candidate, his election agent 
or any other person with the consent ot candidate or Hi* 
election agent. Threatening any candidate or elector or any 
other person in whom a candidate or elector is interested 
with injury of any kind or inducing at or attempting to in¬ 
duce a candidate or elector that he or any other person 'in 
whom he is interested will become or will be rendered an 
object of divine displeasure or spiritual censure will be 
deemed to Interfere with the free exercise of electoral rights. 
Details and nature of undue influence or direct or indirect 
interference are required to be pleaded in order to complete 
the allegation of this charge. Ingredients of the two arc 
different, they are required to be pleaded specifically. Detail* 
are also required to be furnished separately to give a com¬ 
plete picture of the cause of action. 

In the four sub-para* aforementioned, no doubt allegation* 
are there that in three cases the returned candidate ww 
present when Jagdev Chand and R. R. Kaundal arc alleged 
to have given the threats. But whether (he actual holding 
out of threats, which amounts to interference with the free 
exercise of any electoral rights on the part ot Jagdev Chand 
and R. R. Kaundal was #oth the consent of the returned 
candidate is not at all pleadedv What was tho consent ot it* 
nature is not pleaded. In the first case, to whom the threat 
was held out, his name is not shown. In the absence of the 
name of the person on whom the alleged undue influence is 
alleged to have been exercised, no proper averment can be 
said to have been made. In sub-paras (li) and (iil) whether 
the actual threat was with the consent of returned candidate 
is not alleged. In the case of Nikki Devi, the further allegation 
that on her refusal, she was threatened with dire consequences 
is not qualified with further allegations of the returned candi¬ 
date** consent. Similarly, th6 consent on the part of the re¬ 
turned candidate or election agent about the hurling of stone* 
is completely missing. 

In Babnrao Patel and others vs. Dr. Zakir Hussain and 
Others (AIR 1968 Supreme Court 904), it has been held 
that the definition of undue influence in the Act is more or 
less in the same language as m Section 171-C of the Indian 
Penal Code except for the addition of the words ‘direct or 
indirect* in the Act to indicate the nature of interference. 

In order that a pleading may be sufficient to make out a 
case of unduo influence. It must set out full particular* of 
it under the provision* of Section 83(J)(c) of the Act, which 
provision is comparable with order VI Rule 4 of tho Code. 

In Dr. Lakhi Prasad Agarwal v». Nathmal Dokania (AIR 
1969 Supreme Court 583), It was held that Section 83(l)(c) 
read with Order VI Rule 4 of the Code and Section 123(2) 
of the Act makes it obligatory on a party setting up a case of 
corrupt practice by exercise of undue influence, as suggested, 
to give full particulars thereof by stating inter alia who attem¬ 
pted to induce electors, in what manner, such attempt wm 
made, who was induced or whether such inducement was 
with the consent of the candidate. 


In Lalit Kishore Chaturvedi vs. Jagdish Prasad Thada and 
others (AIR 1990 Supreme Court 1731), it was held that 
undue influence is an inference which arises on facts pleaded. 
Mere averments that undue Influence was exercised in the 
absence of precise facts, namely, the nature of such influence, 
the persons on whom it was exercised, the time and place of 
It, the pleadings fell short of requirement of law, such alle¬ 
gations were field to be mere fishing and roving and not 
being sufficient compliance of Seciion 83(l)(c) of the Act. 
Viewing in the light of the aforementioned observations In 
Babu Rao Patel, Lakhi Prasad Agarwal and Lalit Kishore 
Chaturvedi’s cases (supra), there is no manner of doubt that 
the pleadings in para 16(1) to (iv) fall short of the require¬ 
ment of law and do not make out a complete charge of 
corrupt practice by exercise of undue influence. 
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^ VuLIT pr0CUring of vehicles for' lie free conveyance n r 

Hie Decenary ingredients which are required to make 
oat.a complete .charge of corrupt practice uis mrtv 0 f 
athe Acfcare. _:■* 


practice,, aiiegatitms ipade in paras JSfxivt sind 22&) 
aod fb) do not make out a proper charge of corrupt 1 practice 
wrthtn the meaning- of Section 123(5) of the Aet. 

Obtaining or Procuring any Assistance from any person 
in the Service of Government. 


1. Hiring, or procuring of a vehicle hy a candidate or 

his agent or by any other person with his consent; 

2. Hiring or procuring of the vehicle must be for con¬ 

veyance of the voters to and from the polling 
station; and that the 

3. Conveyance of an elector is free from, any charge. 

m Dhartipakar Madari Lai Agarwal’s ease (supra), it 
was held that all the three ingredients must be pleaded to 
make out the case of corrupt practice. .In case any of the 
three ingredients is not pleaded there would be no pleading 
of corrupt practice. As a part of material facts, the petition 
most contain allegations as, to when the vehicle was hired 
or procured, by whom, and at what price or that the said 
vehicle in furtherance of hiring or procuring was for free 
conveyance of electors to and from Polling Stations. 


This-head of corrupt practice has been highlighted in the 
petition by mentioning various allegations in paras! 15(ix> 
£x) and (xi), 17(0 -and 22(g), which inter alia, say 

a) While Puisbotam Dass, who was serving as 
member in the Armed Forces of the Union in the 
rank of Subedar Major on leave was appointed by 
the returned candidate through his election, agent 
as a polling agent at Polling Station, Hamirpur, 
Thus, respondent NoJ l obtained and procured bit 
position fpr the furtherance of the prospects in- 
election. ' v ■' 

(b) Surhider. -Verma, a Pump Operator at Nadatan id 
the •service of the Government of Himachal Pradesh 
was appointed as a polling agent of the returned 
candidate and actually worked as such on 20t6 May, 
1991. 


Allegations under this head are to be found in para 
15(xiv) and 22(a) and (b) of the petition and are to the 
following effect : 

(a) Hiring and procuring taxi No. HP 024-0220 owned 

by Bhagat Ram MV the returned candidate for free 
conveyance of electors to and from Painjgain and 
in vfJrehH Bhateri Polling Stations. Prem Kumar 
of. villas Bagaon was earned to Panjgaih Polling 
Station. Bhagat Ram, An ant Ram nd Kirpa Rami 
were also carried in the vehicle. Roshan Lai and 
Sunder Ram of Khetar and Sunko Ram of village 
Naloha were carried in this vehicle to their Foiling 
Stations Bbater and Barmana. Though thie allega¬ 
tions made in this sub-para fxiv) of para 15 can 
.be said to be containing the first two essential re- 
qinltohftfs, hut the third essential ingredient, 
namely, that conveyance of the electors was free 
from anv charge is not at all made. 

(b) From Driver Manjit Singh of Gagal Tbxi No. 
HP-02-0979 was hired by respondent No. 1 on the 
polling day, in order to carry voters to Polling 
Stations, Nadaun, Jalari and other neighbouring 
Polling Stations. Santosh Sandhu of Gagal and 
others were carried free. The taxi was also used 
to carry the voters from Kalur village to Polling 
Stations Gurehar, Kikar Singh was one of them. It js 
not alleged that Santosh Sandhu was carried in this 
taxi to any polling station. Similarly, it is not 
alleged that Kikar Singh of Kalur was provided the 
conveyance free of 'charges. In the absence of 
these two vital links, being the essential ingredients, 
charge of corrupt practice cannot be said to have 
been legally alleged. 

(c) For the free, carriage of ^voters from Olihnda to 

Polling Station Gawnl-Thai, taxi No. re-07-1503 
was hired by respondent N°- 1 °n 20th May, 1991. 
Voters were carried free in order to enable them 
to cast their votes in favour of respondent No. 1 
■It is alleged that Faquir Chnnd, Kishori Lai and 
others were ‘offered* free carriage to and from 
Polling Stations on the date of polling. Suffice it 
will be to say that there is no allegations that 
Faquir Chand, Kishori Lai and others were actually 
provided conveyance and were carried in the - 
vehicle free of charge. The allegation is that they 
were ‘offered’ free carriage.' Word ‘offer* cannot 
be construed to mean, ‘provided’. Mere offer is 
not sufficient unless the vehicle was used as such 
for conveying, free erf charge, the voter to and 
! from Polling Stations. 

Applying the ratio of Dhartipak&rsjssase (supra) »• 
absence of pleading all the three ’ essential ingredients of 


(c) On 19th May, 1991, the returned candidate Ivlsited 
Marottan Polling Station in Ghumarwin Assembly 
Segment and asked' C. G. Azad, who was to act as 
Presiding Officer cm the polling day, for assistance 
for the furtherance of the prospects of his ejection 
by casting votes in his favour. Cm 20th May,! 1991 , 
Shri Azad got about 19 votes cast in favour bf the 
returned 'candidate fictitiously. 

(d> Assistance of Rikhi Ram' ItatmdaJ, Deputy Speaker 
of the Vidhan Sabha was procured by the returned 
candidate by appoining him as the counting iagent 
at Bilaspur, 

(e) Bodh Raj Jain, a postal Clerk of Ambala Cantt. 
Railway Station, during bis leave acted as polling 
agent of the returned candidate at Bufrin Rolling 
• Station. 

In ground (b), (d> and (e) aforementioned, there ps no 
such statement of fact made that the alleged, assistance was 
‘for the. furtherance of the prospects of the candidate’. In 
ground (c) also, it is not stated whether assistance of 
G. C. Azad was actually procured for the furtherance of the 
prospects of the candidate. In para 15 (x) and para 22(g), 
there is np mention that whether the assistance was ohained 
or procured by the candidate himself. Or by his diction 
agent or by. any other person with thy assistance of: the 
candidate or his election agent, Thus, in so far as the 
last four grounds are concerned, on the jfaee of it,; the 
allegations are vague. What to speak of material facts) even 
the barest minimum allegations are not made. 

iB so tar as nrst ground coniainea m para isi.ixt, it 
can be seen that the allegations are that the election (agent 
of the renrned candidate appointed Subedar Major 
Purshotam Dass as Polling agent at Polling Station. Hafflirpur 
and thus the returned candidate having obtained and procured 
the assistance for the furtherance of the prospects of;elec¬ 
tion has committed corrupt practice as defined in Section 
123(7) pf the Act These allegations in themselves ’; are 
not at all sufficient without further alleging and making 
statement a? nhr£ of the material facts as to in jwhat 
manner it furthered the prospects of the candidate^ election. 
So far as.the first, part is cotteeraed, tore is no majnner 
of doubt that material facts stated is the obtaining! .or 
procuring by the election agent Of .the. candidate, assistance 
from a member of armed forces of the Union but one of 
the vital links, in order to make out a complete charge 
whhin :the( 123(7)! is missing. It is well 

settled that mere reproduction of the words of the Section, 
without setting forth the material facts is not sufficient) In ' 
to Allege ihat assistance": was. foe. the fartterance j of 
the -prospects of the candidate^' election, it was necessary 
»u(tie«e»Ral to nlead in dear term* as to how the assistance 
wag . obtained ‘ and procured' and or in what ma'tmer It 
was is furtherance erf. the prospects of the candidate’seleeSton. 
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Likewise, allegations in para 159x1, (x), (xi), I7(i) and 
(22g) cannot he said to be making out a complete charge 
since essential facts which would clothe the petition with 
the cause of action and which will ctdl for an answer from 
the returned candidate arc not pleaded. In what manner 
assistance was procured and in what manner the alleged 
aviisi'ancc was in furtherance of the prospects of the candi¬ 
date's election are totally missing. 


There are four different heads of corrupt practices (a) ob¬ 
taining, (b) procuring, fc) abetting and (d) attempting to 
obtain or procure assistance. As such, the material facts 
which must be alleged should be as to whether the candidate 
obtained or procured, or abetted or attempted to obtain 
or procure any assistance other than giving vote. On a close' 
reading of the aforementioned paragraphs of the petition 
one will search in vain to find out as to whether the allega¬ 
tions against respondent No. 1 are in regard to one or 
under all the heads. Similar allegations were held to be 
completely vague and disclosing no cause of action in 
Hardwari Lai vs. Konwnl Singh fAIR 1972 Supreme Court 
51 5) in para 18 of the judgement by observing ; 

“....Reading paragraph 16 of the election petition 
one will search in vain to find Out as to whether 
the allegations against the appellant are in regard 
to the assistance under both heads or either head 
from each of the six persons mentioned there. One 
will speculate as to whether t.he appellant obtained 
and procured or attempted to obtain and procure 
assistance from each or some of the persons men¬ 
tioned there. Obtaining or procuring or attempting 
to obtain or procure assistance are separate and in¬ 
dependent forms of corrupt practice. One will guess 
as to whether the allegations arc that the appellant 
committed all or one or more of the corrupt 
practices of obtaining, procuring, attempting to 
obtain or procure assistance from each of 

the persons mentioned there, One will also 
conjecture and hazard as to what assistance 
v, as obtained or procured or attempted 

to obtain or procure from each of the pen,tons 
mentioned there, for the furtherance of the pros¬ 
pects of that candidate's election. The giving of 
vote is not within the mischief of corrupt practice. 
Tt cannot be understood from the petitioner 
whether the giving of vote is the assistance alleged, 
ft is, therefore, apparent that the appellant who 
won charged by the election petitioner with corrupt 
practice should be told in the election petition as 
to what assistance he sought. The type of assistance, 
the manner of assistance, the time of assistance, 
the person from whom assistance is sought are 
■all to be set out in the petition. There iu no alle¬ 
gation in the petition about the actual and the 
Specific' assistance with which the appellant can be 
charged in violation of the provisions of the Art. 
Nor is there any statement in the election petition 
describing the manner in which the prospects of 
the election were furthered and the wav in which, 
the assistance watt rendered. The allegations ntnirst 
Ihe appellant were in relation to six persons. There¬ 
fore.. It was essential and imperative for the elec¬ 
tion petitioner to set out with exactitude and pre¬ 
cision the type of assistance ns also the manner in 
which assistance was obtained or procured from 
each person. The time, the date, and the place of 
the assistance were also required to he set o"t in 
the particular 1 ;. Thus It had to be alleged as the 
material facts as to what assistance ihe appelhmi 
obtained or procured or abetted or nMemnted to 
obtain or procure from which person and how the 
, assistance furthered the prospects of the appellant'a 
.election. If all the four variants atid ingredients 


were to be charged against the appellant these had 
to be set out as -statements of material facts in 
relation to each person,” 

The petition merely citing the bare words of Section can¬ 
not be said to disclose it cause of action, where the nllc- 
gtaiou is the obtaining or procuring of assistance, unless the 
exact type and foirri of assistance and the person fro nr 
whom it is sought and the manner in which the assistance 
is to further the prospects of the candidate are alleged as 
statement of fact, pleadings would be incomplete lacking 
material fncts. 

Iu para 18 of the judgement in Azhar Hussain’s case 
(supra), similar allegations made were held to be lacking in 
material particulars. The Court making reference to the 
averments and placing reliance in two earlier judgements 
held : 

“The averments contained in paragraph 4 pertaining to 
Ground No. 1 do not satisfy the test prescribed in 
Munubbni Amamey vs. Popatlal Manilal Joshi 
(AIR 1969 SC 74) ami Hardwari Lai vs. Kanwal 
Singh (AIR 1972 SC 515) (supra). The most im¬ 
portant test which remained unsatisfied is ns re¬ 
gards the omission to satisfy in what manner the 
assistance was obtained and procured by the elec¬ 
tion-candidate for promoting the prospects of his 
election. All that has been stated is : 

‘His services were procured and obtained 
by ihe respondent, his agents and other persons 
with the consent of the respondent with a view 
to assist the furtherance of the prospects of the 
respondent’s election.’ 

It is not mentioned as to who procured or ob- 
- tained the services of Shri Beg, in what manner 
he obtained the (services and what were the facts 
which went to show that it was with the consent of 
the respondent. Unless these ‘essential facts which 
would clothe the petition with a cause of action 
and which will call for an answer from the re¬ 
turned candidate are pleaded’ as per the law laid 
down in Manubhai Nandla) Amnrsey vs. Popatlal 
Manilal Joshi (AIR 1969 SC 734) (supra) it cannot 
he said llrat the petition discloses a cause of action 
in, regard to thin charge. In the absence of these 
material facts and particulars the Courts could not 
have rendered a verdict in favour of the election 
petitioner in case the returned candidate had not 
appeared to oppose the election petition.” 

Applying the ratio in Azhar Hussain’s ease (supra), there 
is no manner of doubt that under the aforementioned head 
also material facts are not stated and allegations to that 
effect cannot he set down for trial. 

Another ground alleged in para 10 of the petition for dec¬ 
laring the election of respondent No. 1 void is that at the 
time of scrutiny, an objection was raised by the petitioner to 
the candidature of Rattan Singh Dhadwal, respondent No. 7, 
to the effect that he was disqualified for beipg chosen as a 
member of either house of 'he Parliament, since he was an 
employee of Government of India, thereby holding office of - 
profit. It is alleged that respondent No. 7 was in the service 
of the Government of India at Branch Post Office, Karoa, "but 
this objection was not taken note of. Nomination was impro¬ 
perly accepted as a result of which, in so far as it concerns 
the returned candidate, result of olection has materially been 
affected. 

fdr. Jain, appearing for respondent No. 1, has raised an 
objection that pleading of these facts do not disclose any 
cause of action and the petition cannot be taken to trial since 
material facts have not been pleaded. In order to make out 
a complete ground seeking to set aside election within the 
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ambit of Section 100(l)(dXi),.i‘ is necessary for a petitioner to 
plead all material and essential facts that the result of the 
election, in so far as it concerns the returned candidate, has 
been materially affected by the improper acceptance of any 
nomination. Mere reproduction of the wording of the section 
alone will not suffice but in order to make out a complete 
charge particular defect has to be pleaded. In the absence 
of any particular defect being pleaded, it will not be permis¬ 
sible, in case the petition is taken to trial to receive any evi¬ 
dence in case such a defect would constitute a material fact. 

At this stage the criteria would be that in case averments 
made in the petition are on the face of it accepted as true, 
can a verdict be recorded in favour .of the petitioner, The 
petitioner has nowhere pleaded as to what was the post held 
by Rattan Singh Dhadwal. In the absence of disclosing the 
nature of the post held, it will not be possible for the Court 
to draw any inference that Rattan Singh Dhadwal was holding 
any office of profit as per tho requirement of Article 191(l)(a) 
of tire Constitution. In addition thereto from the result sheet, 
Annexure P-1, attached with the petition, it is apparent that 
said Rattan Singh Dhadwal polled 908 votes. Votes polled 
In favour of the petitioner arc 202212 and by respondent No, 1, 
the same were 205970. The difference as noticed above is 
of 3738 votes. In case by the improper acceptance of the 
nomination of Rattan Singh Dhadwal had the effect of only 
908 votes being polled in his favour, it is not pleaded in any 
part of the petition as to how the result of election In $o 
far as it concerns the returned candidate has been materially 
affected by improper acceptance of nomination, 

la Mithilesh Kumar Slnha vs. Returning Officer for Presi¬ 
dential Election and others (IT 1992 (5) S.C. 479), the cons¬ 
titution Bench held that in the absence of any defect show¬ 
ing the nature and character of the mound for improper 
acceptance of nomination being pleaded, such a ground 
made out for seeking election to be set aside does not amount 
even prima facie to making out a case for the trial of 
election petition. It would have been necessary for the 
petitioner in the instant case, firstly, to point out the nature 
of posting of the said Rattan Singh Dhadwal, as also the 
maimer in which the result, in so far as it concerns the re¬ 
turned candidate has been materially affected. In the absence 
of these material facts, no pfima facie case has been made 
out and the petition does not disclose any cause of action 
for trtial under Section 100(l)(d)(i) of the Act. 

In paras 19, 20 and 21, the corrupt practices alleged to 
have been committed either by the returned candidate or his 
election agent or by other persons with the consent of the 
returned candidate and the election agent are the one de¬ 
fined under sub-section (3) and (3A) of Section 123 of the 
Act, namely, appeal to vote or refrain from voting on the 
ground of religion, race, caste, community or language and 
the promotion of feelings, enmity or hatred between different 
classes of citizens on the said grounds. The pleadings to 
this effect in various paras deserve elaborate scrutiny in 
order to understand the clear meaning thereof and also to 
find out as to whether all or any one of them do disclose 
any cause of action so that petition may set down for trial. 

It has been alleged that in view of the ensuing 10th Lok 
Sabha elections, political parties like Bhartiya Janta Patty 
and other Organisation such as Vishwa Hindu Parishad and 
Bairang Dal exploited the imfoTtun'ute controversy, which has 
arisen regarding the place of worship at Ayodhya, commonly 
known as Ram Janam Bhumi Babri Masjid issue. Bhartiya 
fauta Party, which had sponsored the returned candidate from 
the Hamirpur Parliamentary Constituency, suddenly decided 
that it is the only party which fight for the rights of the 
Hindus. While this party tried to exploit the aforementioned 
Issue at the national level, the other political organisations, 
namely, Bajrang Dal tried to exploit the issue of protecting 
Hindu religion in northern States. The Bhartiya Janta Party 
in the erstwhile Lok Sabha had only 83 members and Shri 
L. K. Advani was its leader in the house, who also happened 
to be its President. In connivance with Vishva Hindu Pari 
shad, a purely religions organisation, which propagates Fo¬ 


ri, 1993/MAGHA 17, 1914 [Part II— Sec. 3(iijJ] 


Hinduism and Hindutya, the Bhartiya Janta Party campaig¬ 
ned and organised Rath Yatra to Ayodhya for the alleged 
construction of Ram Mandir. Bhartiya Janta Party waa 
propagating through elections by raising the issue of Ram 
temple for which purpose it sought the cooperation of 
Vishva Hindu Parishad for securing votes for their party 
candidate. It is further alleged that the returned candidate 
and his agents with his consent promoted feelings of enmity 
and hatred between different classes of citizens on the grounds 
of religion for the furtherance of the election of the returned 
candidate and also prejudically affected the election of the 
petitioner and published an appeal to the electors of the 
constituency. The returned candidate and his agents, with 
his consent also on the ground of their religion and caste 
appealed to the electors of the constituency to vote for him 
and to refrain from voting for the petitioner. 

These averments, which, if taken in isolation, without 'tak¬ 
ing into consideration what is stated in sub-paras (a) to (i) 
of para 19(il), on the face of it, qllege nothing except merely 
reproducing bare provisions of sub-section (3) and (3A) of 
Section 123 of the Act. The material facts, according to P), 
Om Park ash, learned counsel for the petitioner are clearly 
stated and spelled out in sub-paras (a) to (!) of para 19(H) 
as also in sub-paras (i) to (vii) of para 20 and para 21. 
It is further contended that the material facts pleaded and 
stated in these paras do make out triable issues and the 
petition cofinot be said to be not disclosing any cause of 
action. In case some particulars are lacking, the same can 
be supplemented by calling upon the petitioner to supply 
those particulars, but the averments made in these sub-paras 
are not lacking in material facts. Shri Jain has pointed oiit 
number of deficiencies in material facts. Before considering 
the so-called deficiencies. It would he profitable to refer to< 
the requirements of law, under the two separate provisions. 

Under sub-section (3) of Section 123 of the Act, appeal 
by a candidate or his agent or by any other person with the 
consent of the candidate or his election agent, to vote or 
refrain from voting, on Ihe ground of "his religion, race, 
caste, community, or language” for the furtherance of the 
prospects of the election of that candidate or for prejudi¬ 
cially affecting the election of any candidate is deemed to 
be a corrupt practice for the purpose of the Act 

Under sub-section (3-A) of Section 123, It is the promo¬ 
tion or attempt to promote feeling of enmity or hatred bet¬ 
ween different classes of citizens by the candidate, his elec¬ 
tion agent or by any other person with consent of the former 
for the furtherance of the prospects of the election of that 
candidate or for prejudicially affecting the election of any 
candidate on the ground of religion etc. is the corrupt 
practice. 

From the bare reading of the provisions, what can 5* 
gathered is that in case the appeal is imputed to be by a 
person other than the candidate or his election agent, it 
should be with the consent of the candidate or his election 
agent. Consent has been held to be the life-line to link up 
the candidate with the action of the other person which may 
amount to corrupt practice and unless it Is specifically plea¬ 
ded, the candidate cannot be charged for the action of others. 
There is a clear distinction between consent and connivancS, 
which has been pointed out in Charan Lai Shahu’s and 
Surinder Singh’s case (supra). In addition to the clear and 
specific pleading of consent as a part of material fact, what 
further facts are required to be pleaded as held in Nihtl 
Singh vs. Rao Birendra Singh and another, 1970 (3) Supreme 
Court Coses 239, are the dates, the places of each meeting, 
the names of the persons and the contents of appeal. In case, 
the allegations are based upon the pleadings of appeal hovTfiJ 
been made by printing published and circulating pampblfls 
in that case, in accordance with the ratio of judgment 7n 
Azhar Hussain’s case (supra) particulars of the persons, 
who printed, published or circulated the pamphlets when, 
where and how it was circulated end which facts indicate 
the candidate’s consent to such distribution ar# material 
facts. 


It is alleged that during the election from 23rd April tri 
20th May, 1991, a hand-bill .purported to hove been IssudS 
by the Vishva Hindu Parishad, Palampnr, wai circulated 
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amongst the voters, a copy of which has been annexed to 
the petition as Annexure P-5. It is alleged that through 
this pamphlet, an appeal was made to the voters to vote 
or refrain from voting any person on the ground of his 
religion and also it promoted and attempted to promote 
feelings of enmity and hatred between ditferent classes of 
citizens on the ground of religion. The hand-bill was duly 
circulated with the consent of the returned candidate and 
his election agents for the furtherance of the prospects of 
the election of the candidate and for prcjudically atfecting 
the election of the petitioner and this hand-bill vastly in¬ 
fluenced the voters. It is further alleged that Bhartiya Janta 
Party had contested the election in collaboration with Vishva 
Hindu Parishad, which fact was not disputed by the returned 
candidate at the relevant time and, as such, he is now estop¬ 
ped from disputing it. These averments, on the face of it 
cannot be said to be disclosing any cause of action and in 
any case not meeting the requirements of law, as laid down 
in Nihal Singh's case (supra), which was followed in Azhar 
Hussain’s case. In para 38 of the judgment in Azhar Hus¬ 
sain’s case (supra), the Supreme Court in clear terms laid 
down the said requirement by saying that : 


“In view of the doctrine laid down in Nihal Singh’s 
case (1970(3) SCC 239) (supra) as early as in 1970, 
the High Court Was perfectly justified in taking the 
view that no cause of action was made out. For, 
in the absence of material particulars as to who 
had printed, published or circulated the pamphlet, 
when, whore and how it was circulated and which 
facts wont to indicate the respondent’s consent to 
such distribution the pleading would not disclose 
a cause of action. There would be nothing for the 
respondent to answer and the matter would fall 
within the doctrine laid down in Nihal Singh's case 
(supra).” 


On 22nd April, 1991, it is alleged that tho returned can¬ 
didate appears to have addressed the Press Conference, tit¬ 
led as ‘meet the press’, which was published in Jansatta, 
Chandigarh on 24th April, 1991, wherein it was mentioned 
that the returned candidate and his party would be contest¬ 
ing the election on the basis of Hindu and Hindustan, copy 
of which is Annexure P-6. It is alleged that the publication 
is widely read and circulated, which was never contradicted 
by the returned candidate and he acquiesced in the publi¬ 
cation. In this sub-para (b) of para 19(ii), the facts pleaded 
are that the returned candidate appealed to the voters to 
vote in his favour and to refrain from voting in favour of 
the petitioner “on the ground of religion”, Taking these aver¬ 
ments, as they are, on the. (ouch-stone of the proposition of 
law propounded in Kanti Prasad Jayshankcr Yagnik vs, 
Purshottamdas Ranchhoddas Patel and others (AIR 1969 
Supreme Court 851), do not amount to making of ail alle¬ 
gation of corrupt practice. The majority Judgment by Justice 
Sikri, speaking for himself and Justice Bachawat I„ ruled 
that there is no bar to a candidate or his supporters appeal¬ 
ing to the electoral not to vote in favour of a parly in the 
name of religion. Section 123(3) bars an appeal by a candi¬ 
date or his agent or any other person with the consent of 
candidate or his election agent to vote or refrain from voting 
anv person on the ground of ‘his religion’ which term was 
held to mean ‘the religion of tho candidate’. Applying the 
ratio to the pleadings set out in this sub-para of the peti¬ 
tion, there is no averment in this sub para that the so called 
anpeal was made by respondent No. 1 on the ground of 
'his religion’. . 

It has heen pleaded that the General Secretary of Hamir- 
nur Parliamentary Central Office, Hamirpur of Bhartiya Janta 
Party got a pamphlet published with the photograph of res¬ 
pondent No.. I, wherein an anneal was made to the electors 
to vote for the returned candidate, who had been sponsored 
hv the Bhartiya Janta Party and assured the construction of 
Ram Mandir. This publication was circnlaled and on ac¬ 
count of tho assurance of construction of Rani Mandir, it 
had the effect of several voters to vote for the returned 
candidate and refrain from voting for the petitioner. It is 
further averred that TJord Rama is considered to be the in- 
piT-nnilop of God by all Hindus, who have got immense 
faith in l ord Rama, In' this stib-para (c), there is absolute 
200 Gl/93—14 


lack of the pleadings of the consent which being the life¬ 
line to link up the returned candidate with the so-cau 
action Of the General Secretary of' Central Oiiice of Bhartiya 
Janta Party. In the absence of pleading of consent as a 
pan of material fact, allegation of corrupt practice within 
the amhit ol Section 123(3) of the Act are not complete. Ip 
case it is taken up to be a corrupt practice committed by 
the General Secretary In the interests ol the returned candi¬ 
date. in that case the further requirement of Section 100(1) 
(d)(ii) in not impleading the material fact that the result of 
election in so far as It concerns the returned candidate has 
hcen materially affected is fatal. There is also absolute lack 
of the other pleadings, such as, when the hand-bill was pub¬ 
lished, who published it, where, when and in what manner 
it was circulated amongst voters and by whom. These are 
ail part of essential requirement In order to charge respon¬ 
dent No. 1 with the commission of corrupt practice or on 
the basis of which an election may be declared as void. 

In sub-nara (d) of para 19(ii), it is averred that the wor¬ 
kers of Bhartiya Janla Party, in order to arouse communal 
passions were screening video films on Ayodhya, secretly 
The petitioner had sent a telegram on 10th May, 1991 to 
Shri T. N. Seshan, Chief Election Commissioner and Shrl 
Attar Singh, Chief Electoral Officer, Himachal Pradesh. These 
averments also do not advance the petitioner’s case any fur¬ 
ther, since il docs not fall in any of the categories of the 
corrupt practices defined m Section 123 of tije Act. It is 
not a ground on which election can be declared void under 
Section J00 of the Act. Moreover, tile nature of video films 
alleged to have been screened and in what manner the same 
aroused communal passion, when and w'liere the same were 
screened and by whom or whether it was with the consent 
of the returned candidate is not at all pleaded, being part 
of material facts. 

It is alleged that Bhartiya Janta Party arranged a tour of 
Sadhvi Ritambhra belonging to Vishva Hindu Parishad to 
Himachal Pradesh and a news-item to this effect was pub¬ 
lished in Jansatta, Chandigarh on 11th May. 19 t 'l. Conse- 
auent to this news-item, Sadhvi Ritambhra did visit the State 
and with regard to her tour an ndvrriisemenh purported to 
have been issued by the Vishva Hindu Parishad, was pub- 
lisb"d on 11th Mav. 1991 in Dailv Punjab Kesri. From 
these averments, made in sub-para (el of para 19(ii). it is 
alleged that Sadhvi Ritambhra came to propagate in_favour 
of Bhartlva Janta Party candidate. These averments also, 
on the fare of it. do not amount to committing of any cor¬ 
rupt practice on the part of the caiuTdale. 

Two advertisements were published bv the Bhartiya Janta 
Partv on 14th Mav. 1991. with regard to the tour programme 
of AtaV Bihnri Viinayee. copies of which have been annexed 
"s Annexures P-11 and P-12 with the petition. It is alleged 
in sub-para (f) of para J9(ii) that through these advertise¬ 
ments an appeal was made on the basis of religion to seek 
votes and to cooperate with the said partv. Advertisements 
were inserted in the Indian Express and the Vir Pratap. 
Tnlliindnr. which was widely read in the Constituency and 
bv the electors. On ac-onnt of this religions apneal, the 
electors were swayed to vote for the returned candidate and 
refrained from voting for the petitioner. As noticed above, 
the anneal in order to be an offending one has to be on the 
ground of ‘his religion’, namely, religion of the candidate. 
There is no averment in this para that the appeal was made 
on the candidate’s religion or that such an appeal was made, 
advertisement was published and circulated with the consent 
of the returned candidate. Who published the advertisements 
or circulated the appeal is not stated. ' Ih case tho allega¬ 
tions can be said to be falling in Section 100tl)(d)(ii) of the 
Art of rn-mnf pi—eticc committed in tb" inter's’ of the -e- 
Hirned candidate, there is further lack of averments that tho 
election, in so far as it concerns the returned candidate has 
been materially affected. Averments, as such, are lacking in 
material particulars. 

In.sitb-parn Jo) of nara I9(ii)„ it has been alleged that a' 
meeting was held on 16ih May. 1991, in the compound of 
Government College. Bilasour. organised by Bhartiya Janta 
Party and Vishva Hindu Parishad, with the consent of the 
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returned candidate by Sadhvi Ritambhra. Vishva Hindu 
Parishad, Bilaspur had circulated a hand-bill with regard to 
the tour programme of Sadhvi Ritambhra and of the public 
meeting at Bilaspur, One of the hand-bill is annexed as 
Annexure P-13 to the petition. It is alleged that the hand¬ 
bill appealed the electors to cast their voles in favour of 
such candidate and party who propagates and talks about the 
betterment of Hindus, which were none else, except the 
Bhartiya Janta Party and the returned candidate. By making 
these allegations, it is alleged that by circulation of Annexur* 
P-13, an appeal was made to the electors to vote for Hindu 
religion to which the returned candidate belongs and it also 
refrained the electors from voting for the petitioner, who 
propagated secularism. In this 3ub-para, the allegation made 
is as regards appeal through publication of hand-bill on the 
ground of Hindu religion, which is also the religion of the 
returned candidate but still material facts, which ought to 
have been alleged in order to make out a complete charge 
of the corrupt practice alleged, which are lacking, are about 
the consent of the candidate that the hand-bill was published, 
printed or circulated with the consent of the candidate. It 
is also not alleged as to in what manner the same was pub¬ 
lished, when and by whom. The allegation of the consent 
in this sub-para is about the holding of the meeting and not 
of publication through which appeal to the electors is staled 
to have been made on the ground of religion. Even in case 
the allegation or averments relating to the circulation of the 
hand-bill by the Vishva Hindu Parishad, Bilaspur, be taken 
to be making religious appeal in the interest of the candidate.' 
In that case, the requirements of Section 100(l)(d)(ii) are 
also lacking, since It is not averred that the result of the 
election, in so far as it concerns the returned candidate has 
materially been affected due to the making of appeal by 
the Vishva Hindu Parishad. How and in what manner it 
affected the prospects is also not alleged. 


According to the submissions made by the learned counsel 
for the petitioner, the averments made in sub-para (h) of 
para 19fii) of the petition are of a t^ry serious nature, w h 'i" 
would fall within the definition of corrupt practices defined 
both in sub-section (3) and (J-A) of Section 123 as an appeal 
to the electors to vote on the ground of his religion as also 
an attempt to promote feelings of enmity and hatred between 
different classes of citizon on the ground of religion, for 
the furtherance of prospects of the election of respondent 
No. I and for prejudicially effecting the election of 
the petitioner. It is contended that the appeal was made 
by Sadhvi Ritambhra with the consent of returned candidate 
in a speech, which was tape recorded and the transcript 
thereof is placed on record as Annexure P-14, All essential 
and necessary averments have been made so as to allege 
the commission of corrupt practice. The learned counsel 
for respondent No. 1 has pointed out numerous lacunae in 
the averments so made and has contended that the pleadings 
are deficient in material particulars and the same are so 
vague that it has left a wide scope to the petitioner to adduce 
evidence In respect of the essential and basic requirements. 
Pleadings In fact are so vague and wanting essential parti¬ 
culars that the same cannot be said to be spelling out a 
complete cause of action. On account of failure to mention 
the material facts, the Court would not look into such a 
charge. 

It is alleged that a public meeting was held by Sadhvi 
Ritambhra on 16th May, 1991 in Government College 
Grounds, Bilaspur with the consent and in presence of res¬ 
pondent No. 1. The speech (transcript Annexure P-14) so 
made In the said meeting is nothing except an attempt to 
promote feelings of enmity and hatred between different citl- 
zons on the ground of religion. It is further alleged thgt 
the tape alongwith a video cassette was displayed by res¬ 
pondent No. 1 through his election Rgent and other persons 
with his consent in the entire constituency which had the 
effect of arousing the sentiments of electors ar>d promoting 
the feelings of enmity and hatred between Hindus and Mus¬ 
lims. It is alleged that the speech was made for the further¬ 
ance of the prosnecls of election of the returned candidate 
and for prejudicially affecting the election of the petitioner. 

In this sub-para, the material facts as to what was the 
actual speech or whether in fact It amounts to an attempt 
to promote feelings of enmity and hatred have not been 


stated. There is a reference in this para to the transcript 
of tho speech which was tape recorded which transcript has 
been annexed as Annexure P-14, as such, it is necessary to 
refer to the said Annexure, since it forms an integral part 
of the petition. The Annexure is in Hindi, its translation 
is Annexure P-14/A. During the course of arguments, learn¬ 
ed counsel for the petitioner read out verbatim the document 
and highlighted a few portions thereof which may be re¬ 
produced as under:— 

“.Our agitation is not limited to demolish or cons¬ 

truct a building. We are not fighting for one bigha 
of land, for Sri Ram Janambhoomi, But for a 
wonderful glorification of our religion, for the pure 
refinement of our culture, for the elevation of 
Indianness, for launching a movement for national 
consciousness, for the recognition of our identity, 
that is for the removal of all obstacles in achieving 
the goal of ‘Hindi, Hindu Hindustan’, we shall not 
stop till Ram Tamplo is constructed... 

The Mandal issue was raised to create a split in Hindu 
castes. They thought that the Hindus would be 
divided and split on the issue of reservation and 
their attention will be diverted from the issue of 
Rama Tample. By and by the problem will be 
solved. But this thinking proved futile, dirty and 
contemptible. We shall set fire to such miscon¬ 
ception. We shall definitely construct the Rama 
temple and my dear Hindu brothers do not split the 
Hindu castes, on the issue of reservation. If the 
Hindus get divided among themselves, then the sign¬ 
posts of Hindu unity will be blurred.. 

Rama is_ the God of weak and down trodden. He 
is the life of Kewats, Nishats and Dhobis. One 
who is not a true devotee of such a ‘Rama’ has 
anything, except Hindu blood. We shall surely 
search such persons. Wc shall definitely construct 

Rama temple.You declared a 

holiday on the birth anniversary of Prophet 
Mohammad, while you forgot to declare a holiday 
on 'Rama Navami’. The policy of appeasement 
struck vou blind, the politics of voles polluted you. 
We will demolish such politics and construct the 
Rama temple. 


Hindu brothers I I call upon you to construct the temple 
of Rama on his place of birth. The saints have 
proclaimed to brighten up all the paths, make the 
enimlties of Rama bite the dust, elect the Govern¬ 
ment of Rama Bhakts. This movement of ours 
does not oppose any Muslims. Wherever I go, I 
say dear Muslim brothers, live freely, live in har¬ 
mony by mixing with us.We have 

tolerated a lot but now the limits of tolerance have 
been crossed. THE GREAT WAR OF EEFCTTONS 
TS APPROACHING AND HINDU SOCIETY HAS 
TO GET ORGANISED FOR ELECTING A GOV- 
FRNMENT OF RAM RHAKTAS SO THAT THE 
CHAMBERS OF PARLIAMENT MAY RESOUND 
WITH THE SLOGANS OF ‘JAI STA RAM’. Though 
vou may belong 1o 'Congress-!', or the defunct 
'Congress’. ‘T.ok Dal’, ‘Parlok Dal’, Janta Dal(s) or 
Janta Dal (H), but von should feel proud of the 
Hindu blood in your veins. Forget your party 
affiliations. 


The leaders whom we accepted, only played with the 
sentiments of countrymen and particularly with the 
Hindus. Muslims got a new country in the form 
of Pakistan, They got a sncclfd status while 1'V‘ng 
in India, they got a Minortie.s Commission and the 
freedom lo have religous cducaiion of their choice. 
They bother the least about family nlinning. Thev 
have also the freedom to marry five times and 
breed and multiply like flies fmd mosquitoes, pro¬ 
ducing thirty to thirty five children. The Hindus got 
the country with arms amputated, the grave risk in 
bringing out processions grave threats on the occa¬ 
sion of their celebrations of festivals, a ban on the 
expression of (heir views, and heavy axe on their 
beliefs. Time has now come when 
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the Hindu Society has to prepare for dislodging these 
power hungry wolves. I have come after visting the 
States of Gujarat, M.P., Rajasthan, Bihar, Andhra 
Pradesh, Kerala and U.P. Nearly 3 lakh people 
waited for niy arrival at Baroda in perspiring heat. 
This was not for any political affiliations but was 
duo to devotion to l ord Rama. This is the 
faith towards Lord Rama, All Hindus of the 
country are determined to make the antegonist of 
Rama bite the dust and elect a Government of Ram 

Bhaktas. I have only this appeal to 

make to you that this is the clarion call of the 
times. If you do not heed this call time will curse 
you. The generations to come, will be fettered in 
their feet and become slaves. So I request you' to 
forget your patronage of near and dear and forget 
your castes. Elect a Government of Rama Bhaktas. 
Raise your hand with fists, roar like lions, raise the 
slogan in favour of Vir Shiva Ji and Rana Pratap. 
Say with pride we are Hindus and Hindustan belong 
to us." 

Refering to the aforementioned paragraphs in Annexure 
P-14/A, it is contended that an appeal was made to attempt 
to arouse the feelings of enmity and hatred between different 
classes of citizens on the ground of religion. 

It is judicially recognised that the rival candidate may also 
belong to the same religion but a corrupt practice under Sec¬ 
tion 123(3) can be committed by a candidate by appealing 
to the voters to vote for him on the ground of his religion. 
The issue of Ram Janam Bhumi Babri Masjid, it is alleged, 
became a political issue and according to the learned counsel 
for the petitioner formed the subject matter of controversy 
at election meetings for the 10th Lok Sabha elections. It 
Indirectly and incidently induced considerations of religion. 

In this background, while deciding the questions as to 
whether the allegations mado, as such, amount to any corrupt 
practice within the meaning of Section 123(3) or (3-A), In 
view of the ratio of the judgment in Kultar Singh vs. Mukhtiar 
Singh (AIR 1965 Supreme Court 141), care must be taken 
to consider the impugned speech or appeal and always in 
the light of relevant political controversy. Court should not 
be astute to read into the words used in the appeal anything 
more than what can be attributed to them on its fair and 
reasonable consruction. The Court further held that the 
principles which have to be applied in construing such a 
document are woll settled, namely, the document must be 
read as a wholo and itg purport and effect determined in & 
fair, objective and reasonable manner. In reading such 
documents, it would be unrealistic to ignore the fact that 
when election meetings arc held and the appeals are made 
by the candidates opposing political pnrties, the atmosphere 
is usually surcharged with nartisan feelings and emotions and 
the use of hyperboles or exaggerated language, or the adop¬ 
tion of metaphors, and (he extravagance of expression in 
■attacking one another are all n part of the game; and so, 
when the question about the effect of speeches delivered 01 
pamphlets distributed at election meetings i? argued in the 
cold atmosphere of a judicial chamber, some allowance must 
be made and the impugned speeches or pamphlets must be 
construed in that light. In doing so, however, it would be un¬ 
reasonable to ignore the question as to what the effect of 
the said speech or the pamphlet would be on the mind of 
the ordinary voter who attends such meetings and reads the 
pfimphlets or hear the speeches. These principles in Kultar 
Singh’s case were laid in the light of the effect of the re¬ 
turned candidate in that can having distributed and printed 
posters with the following contents : 

“Dear resident Sikhs, 

We, who are living in Singapore, Malaya, and South 
East Asia, place this before you, most respectfully, 
that at this critical juncture it is your duty to keep 
high the honour of the Panth. This is not the 
time to criticise the weaknesses of the leaders of 
the Panth; the need is that in the coming General 
Elections you should defeat the opponents of the 
Panth the same way as you did in the last Gurdwara 
Elections. Every Sikh vote should go to the repre¬ 
sentatives of the Akali Dal, and we hope tfiat this 
praVer Of ours from far off will be accepted" bv 
you and you will once again preserve the honour 


of the Panth. Victory of the Panth will maintain 
the honour of the Panth. By maintaining such 
honour we will reach our final goal, that is Panjabi 
Suba.’’ 

The poster then ends thus:— 

“We remain anxious to keep the honour and prestige 
of the Panth ever high. 

Yours, 

Non-resident brothers" 

The Court in Kultar Singh’s case held that the question 
for decision was not what the word Panth in the abstract 
may mean in the Punjab. The question would be as to 
what does the word Panth mean In the context of the pam¬ 
phlet, the distribution which is alleged to constitute corrupt 
practice. The Court observed that it was not concerned 
to consider the propriety, the reasonableness or the 
desirability of the claim for Punjabi Subha, which 
was a political issue and it is perfectly competent 
to the political parties to hold bormfide, divergent and con¬ 
flicting views on such a political issue. In the light of the 
context of the pamphlet, the Supreme Court held that the 
appeal made to the voters for the glory and prestige of the 
Panth would not mean the glory and prestige of the Sikh 
religion. 

The context of the transcript of the speech of Sadhvi 
Ritambhra wherein the appeal is alleged to have been made 
by saying “I have only this appeal to make to you that 
this is the clarian calls of the time. If you do not heed 
this call time will curse you. The generations to come will 
be flattered in their feet and become slaves. So I request 
you to forget your patronage of near and dear and forget 
your castes. Elect a Government of Ram Bhagats” will neither 
amount to nor it would be possible to accept the submission 
that making of such a speech Sadhvi Ritambhra appealed to 
the voters because of the religion of respondent No. 1. Rami 
Bhagat used in the speech does not mean and refer to the 
religion of the returned candidate. 

Reference may also be made to a later judgment in Ebri- 
him Sulaiman Sait vs. M. C. Mohammed and another (AIR 
1980 Supreme Court 354). The election of the appellant in 
that case, who was a Muslim League candidate to the Lok 
Sabha from Kerala constituency was declared void on the 
ground that the speech made by him at an election meeting 
are dircsted against the members of the Muslim League 
(opposition) amounted to corrupt practice within the mean¬ 
ing of Section 123(3A). The Supreme Court on appeal re¬ 
versing the said decision of the Kerala High Court held by 
following the ratio in Kultar Singh's case (supra) : 

. .the speech nought to criticise the wrong policy of 
the Muslim League (Opposition) jn aligning with 
parties that were allegedly responsible for atroci¬ 
ties against the Muslims and not just to emphasis 
the atrocities. In our opinion it cannot be said 
Ihat the speech falls within the mischief of Section 
123(3A) o fthe Act;.” 

The following passage from the judgment on Kultar 
Singh’s case (supra) was quoted with approval : 

“It is well known that there arc several parties in this 
country which subscribe to different political and 
economic ideologies, but the membership of them 
is either confined to, or predominantly held by, 
members of particular communities or religions. So 
long as law does not prohibit the formation of such 
parties and in fact recognises them for the purpose 
of election and Parliamentary life, it would be 
necessary to remember that an appeal made bv 
such candidates of such parties for vote3 may. if 
successful, lead to their election and in nn indirect 
way .may conceivably be influenced by considera¬ 
tions of religion, race, caste, community or lan¬ 
guage. This infirmity cannot perhaps bs avoided 
so long ns parties are allowed to function and are 
recognised, though their composition may h« pre¬ 
dominantly based on membership of particular 
communities or religion." 
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Assuming the averments as made in sub-para (li) of para 
19(H) of the petition on its face value to be correct, since de¬ 
fence of the returned candidate cannot be noticed ut this 
stage and considering in that light the so called text of the 
speech of Sadhvi Ritambhra, even if the allegations remain 
unrebutted, in view of the two aforementioned decisions in 
Kultar Singh’s case and Ubrahim Sulaiman's case (supra), 
allegations do not amount to committing corrupt practice 
within the meaning under Section 123(3) and 3-A) of the 
Act. 

In addition to the above, one of the essential material 
fact in (he light of the observations made in Azhar Hus’sain’s 
case (supra), the manner of giving so called cons rut by the 
candidate is missing. In Azhar Hussain’s case (supra) in 
para 31, while dealing with the averments of giving consent, 
the Court observed : 

“.even a hare or bald averment is not made as 

to: 

(i) whom the returned candidate gave consent; 

(ii) in w,hat manner and how; and 

(iii) when and in whose presence the consent was 

given." 

In the light of this, it was necessary for the petitioner to 
have in clear words alleged that w,hen and in whose pre¬ 
sence the consent for making such u speech was given by 
the returned candidate and in what manner and how the 
same was given. The question of verification of the con¬ 
tents of this sub-para of the petition as a bo the affidavit In 
support thereof wherein the same arc stated to be true to 
his information without disclosing the source of information 
become relevant and important, In case, it is alleged that 
the speech was made by Sadhvi Ritambhra with the consent 
of the returned candidate, it is a part of essential and mate¬ 
rial fact to allege in w,hat manner and how as also when in 
whose presence the consent was given. From whom and 
in what manner the petitioner became aware of the fact of 
the returned candidate .having consented to the offending 
speech. The vague assertions made as regards consent can¬ 
not be made foundation of making allegation of comm.nsion 
of a corrupt practice. 

The next allegation of corrupt practice is in sub-para (i) 
of para 19(ii) tlial an organisation known as Bajrang Dal, 
which has cropped up after the issue of Ram Janam Bhumi 
Babn Masjed has its branch :t Nadaun and duriug the 
election period, it published ar<j circulated a poster (An- 
nexure P-1J) with the consent of the returned candidate and 
his election agent amongst voter alid pasted it at different 
and conspicuous places by way of an appeal to the public not 
to vote to such person who does not respect Ram and Sit a 
and who offends Hiiidutava. Since the petitioner being can¬ 
didate of Congress-I which has faith in secularism, there¬ 
fore, the voters were refrained from voting to the petitioner. 
There is no statement of fact made in this sub-para as to 
in what manner consent was given by respondent No. 1, to 
whom it was given, when it was given, J he dale, time and 
place of publication and circulation of poster is also not 
disclosed. Who w'Cre the persons, who got printed, publish¬ 
ed and circulated the poster. Since the poster read as a 
whole, on the face of it, does not make any reference to the 
returned candidate. In view of Section 100(1) (d)(li). the 
allegations to the commission of corrupt practice bv any 
person in the interest of the returned candidate, in the ab¬ 
sence of further allegations that the result of the election in 
so far as it concerns the returned candidate has been mate¬ 
rially affected will not make out a complete cause of action. 
Due to these defects, the allegations arc incomplete and luck- 
material particulars. 

Sub-para (i) of para narrates that on Huh May, 1 °91 at 
about 8,00 p.m. at village Bafoti, a meeting was addressed 
ay the returned candidate and Jiigdcv C-hand, the Minister 
for Public Works and Transport to thfc Government of Hima¬ 
chal Pradesh, which was attended to by 50-00 persons. Jag- 
dev'Chand toeing the line of Bhartivu Janta Paity and its 
allies Such as VHiva Hindu Pafishad a’nd others evaulted 
the Voten present that all members of the cofflmunhv should 


vote in favour of the returned candidate , who also belong 
to Rajput community, otherwise those Rajput voters who 
will not vote in favour of the returned candidate would be 
ex-communicated from tho Biradari. It is contended that 
the allegations make out a complete charge. The objection 
raised is about the total absence of material facts of the 
returned candidate’s consent to ffiydev Chand making such a 
speech, Submission on behalf of tile learned counsel for 
ilic petitioner is that since the nvciments in pennon are that 
the returned candidate, who was sitting there d'd not object 
to tho speech rather clapped and signalled to the audience, 
consent should be inferred from the circumstances. This 
submission cannot be ’accepted in view of the exposition of 
law by the Constitution Bench in Gharun Lai Shahu and 
Suiindcr Singh's cases (supra), which were relied upon in 
Azhar Hussain’s case (supra), saying that the consent is the 
life-line to link up the candidate with the action of the 
other person, which may amount to corrupt practice. Unless 
it is specifically pleaded the charge for the action of others 
against the candidate cannot be made. Jp view of this posi¬ 
tion of law, there is no manner of doubt that tho allegations 
do not amount to making Out a complete charge. 

It is alleged that on 16th May, 1991 at about 9.00 P.M. 
at village Bijhari, a meeting was addressed by Jagdev Chand, 
Ihtblic Works and Transport Minister in presence of the 
returned candidate. The tenor and wording of the same wau 
verbatim the same as were slated in the meeting held at 
Baroti. These averments in sub-para (ii) of para 20 also, 
for the self same reasons, which are applicable for the aver¬ 
ments as regards the meeting held at Baroti also lack 
material facts and thus disclosing no cause of action, 

It is alleged that the returned candidate alongwith Jagdev 
Chand on 17th May, 1991 at Balduhak addressed a meeting 
attended by about 70 persons where the returned candidate 
and Jagdev Chand forcefully persuaded the persons to vote 
for the returned candidate, a member of the Rajput com¬ 
munity and to refrain from voting in favour of the peti¬ 
tioner, a non-Rajput, otherwise the members of the Rajput 
community, not voting for the returned candidate would bc 
cx-communicntcd from the Biradari. The material frets on 
considering the pleadings in sub-paras (ii) of para 20 allege 
that appealing to the voters, even if it in by the candidate 
himself, to vote for him and refrain from voting in favour 
of the petitioner on the ground of caste are still lacking 
by not making a further statement of material fact that the 
same was for the furtherance of prospects of the election 
of the candidate or for prejudicially affecting the election 
of any candidate. Tt is a sine-qua-non to make out a com¬ 
plete, charge bv specifically pleading that such an anpeal 
made'was for the furtherance of the projects of the return¬ 
ed candidate or for prejudically affecting the election of the 
election petitioner. 

In sub-para (iv) of para 20 basis for making QUt a charge 
of corrupt practice arc the allegations that on 6th May, 1991, 
at Taunidevi at about 12.00 noon, the returned candidate 
alongwith Shanta Kumar, Chief Minister addressed a gather¬ 
ing of about 170—190 persons. The meeting started with the 
Haying of speech recorded in the audio cassette of Sadhvi 
Ritambhra appealing to the voters to vote in favour of the 
returned candidate, and refrain from voting to the petitioner, 
on the basis of religion, since Bhartiya Janta Party and its 
candidate arc the only saviours of the Hindu religion. As per 
the speech of Sadhvi Ritambhra, all the Hindu voters should 
vote in favour of Bhtptiya Janta Party candidate, namely, res¬ 
pondent No. 1 and not in favour of the petitioner. It is fur¬ 
ther alleged that the returned candidate also addressed the 
gathering on the same ground and declared that Himachal 
bcine dominated by Hindu community, Bhartiya Janta Party 
would win not only the Hamirpur sent but three other Par¬ 
liament seats also. The returned candidate also appealed to 
the members of the Rajput community and Ex-servicemen to 
vole for him beinc a deseiving candidate. In his address, the 
Chief Minister, Shanta Kumar toed (he line of Sadhvi 
Ritambhra. 

Similar averments have been made in sub-para (v) of para 
20 that on 13fh May.'1991 at Dnulatpur Chowk in Una Dis¬ 
trict at about 7.00 P.M.. a meeting was addressed bv the 
returned candidate and Chief Minister Shanta Kumar attend- 
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aissues, it has been held that.since cassettes have notfceen 




ed by about 500—600 electors. Respondent No. 1 was the 
iu$t fo aadrefe : tne meeting and he ueciared that Una being 
contiguous to Punjab, it is special duty'tor Hindus to vote 
and support the tJhartiya Janta Party because Congress is 
responsible for the-hitting 9f Hindus in Punjab, Tape record¬ 
ed speech of Sadhvi Ritambhra played thereafter strongly 
persuaded the voters to vote for the Bhartiya Janta, Tarty 
candidate in order to save Hinduism in the country and to 
retrain from voting fcir such parties who propagate; secularism 
and have sympathy tor other religion. Chief Minister Shanta 
Kumar also addressed the, meeting saying, that the-Bhartiya 
Janta Party Government has done more for Hindus in just 
a span of .one year- than the Congress-! Government. It is 
alleged that Shanta Kumar endorsed the recorded speech of 
Sadnvi Ritambhra by saying that it has become the bounden 
duty of Hindus to vote for Bhartiya Janta Party so that 
Hindu and Hinduism is, saved, and appealed to the voters 
to see that saffron flag is hoisted in r the Parliament House 
mstead of Tri-colour. This act on the part of the returned 
candidate and Shanta Kumar with the consent and in conni¬ 
vance of respondent No. 1 amounts lo corrupt practice. 

The next two sub-paras of para 20, namely (vi) and (vii) 
also make similar allegations that a meeting was organised on 
6th May, 1991 by the, Bhartiya Janta Party at JCandraur 
addressed by Chief Minister Shanta Kumar, the returned can¬ 
didate and Sada Ram Thakur,'MlL.A. of-Bilaspur attended 
by about 350--400 electors. The three of them in their address 
' appealed to the voters on the same line as stated in the pre¬ 
ceding paragraphs. 

At Hr Satuhi, on 51h May, 1991 a meeting was organised 
by the Bhartiya Janta Party at about 5.00 PM attended by 
60-70 electors. The returned candidate and Virender Kumar, 
a Bhartiya Janta Party MX.A. addressed the meeting, repeat¬ 
ing the contents of speech as reproduced in the preceding para. 
The returned candidate addressed the electors ‘‘Jo Hindu 
Bhartiya Janta Party Ko Vote Dega, Veh Ram Ki Aulad Hai, 
Jo Kangress Ko Vote Deg a Veh Babar Ki Aulad Hai”. It is 
alleged that by this address the candidate is guilty of promot¬ 
ing feelings of enmity and hatred between the Hindus and 
Muslims on the ground of religion. 

By making reference to the allegations in the aforemention¬ 
ed sub-paragraphs, the learned counsel for the petitioner sub¬ 
mitted that the facts alleged do constitute pleading of charges 
of corrupt practice. In case, there is any objection as regards 
, lack of a few better particulars, the same can be supplied 
on, respondent No. 1 praying for the same, but the allega¬ 
tions as made cannqt be brushed aside at this- stage, when 
evidence has yet to.ue led and during the course of evidence, 
the charge will be proved, learned counsel for respondent 
No. 1 contended that in the absence of material facts, which 
are required to be pleaded the grounds which lack in material 
facts have to he ignored from consideration and the same 
cannot be made subject matter of an issue in a trial of an 
election petition. 

- Dealing with the submissions as, also the allegations made 
in sub-paras (iv) to (vii) of para 20, what requires to be as¬ 
certained is as to whether ail essentia! material facts are stated 
so that the petition may be set down for trial. In none of 
these sub-paras, there is any averment of - fact that the so 
called appeal was made for the furtherance of the prospects 
Of- the-election of the candidate or for prejudicially affecting 
the election of any cand idate. It is also not the averment in 
any part of these sub-paras that the result of the election 
in so far as it concerns the - -returned candidate has been 
materially affected. In sub-paras (iv), (v) and (vi), there is 
a reference of the nlaying of the tape recorded speeches of 
Sadhvi Ritambhra. Speeches are alleged to have been deliver¬ 
ed, hv the returned candidate and C-hief'Minister Shanta Kumar 
at; Taunideyi. Daulatpur Chowk and Kandraur on 5th May, 
1991, 13th May, 1991 and 16th Mav 1991. resoectivelv. It is 
. also alleged that both respondent No. 1 and Shanta Kumar 
toed in the line of the speech of Sadhvi Ritambhra pnd made 
an appeal to the voters. 

7 Bs tasej K reference ha$ been made to the tape recorded 
speech of Sadhvi Ritambhra, in the absence of miotine the 
speech, alleged to have been made or alleged to have been 
pi avert, it can 'afetv he said that the material fact is. not 
s*a*efi. The obieefion of the learned counsel for respondent 
.No- 1.- while making .submissions under Issue,No,-4 and-Tstie 
No. 1 was that the cassettes relied upon bays neither been filed 
-nor copies faffisifeb to the fesg&tsddnfe. While'deciding those 


produced in The Court ahmgwith the pefRioft; Bon-prodsciion 
thereof will not affect the, maintainability of the petition,; hut 
the effect of nqu-productiou has to be .seen in case the cassettes 
•'•jbwcmnriia' sntfigral - part of the petition. 

In view of the allegations made in- the three sub-pdras 
aforementioned, ; wherein reliance is placed on the -speech 
of- Sadhvi Ritambhra in support of the allegation of corrupt 
practice of appealing to the voters on the ground of religion, 
the Speech; being a part of the pleading, non-filing of the 
casseites and'non-supply thereof to the respondents as also 
not quoting verbatim the speech of its extract there will be 
incomplete allegations in support of the charge of corrupt 
practice. Headings thus 'being deficient to that eXtenf Will pot 
be: looked into. Excluding the averments as regard the speech 
01 Sadhvi Ritambhra, alleged to have been played, the facts 
pleaded. Which ..remain are the addresses' of Shanta Kumar, 
Chief: Minister and tbqse of respondent No. 1. It is plbqded 
that. Shanta Kumar toed in the line of the speech of Sadhvi 
Ritambhra and affirming the same, appealed to the voters on 
the ground of religion. In toe absence of exact nature and 
content of speech, the manner in which the eiectdr$ were 
appealed on the ground' of religion, the allegations will be 
incomplete. There is no allegation that appeal was on the 
ground of candidate’s religion. In view of the principles laid 
down in Nihal Singh’s and Azhar Hussain-s cases (Supra) 
that the pleadings in regard to matters where there is scope 
for ascribing an alleged corrupt practice to a returned candi¬ 
date in the context of meeting of which essential ami mate¬ 
rial particulars are not given would tentamount to failure 
to incorporate the material faets and that in as much as that 
witnesses could be procured to the context of meeting, of 
the nature of speech for adducing evidence, which in fact 
is absolutely prohibited. Speech of -Sadhvi Ritambhra is not 
the speech for which Annexure P-14 is the transcript since 
such speed is alleged to have been made on 76th-May, 1991, 
whereas allegations in four sub-paras are relajeable to enterior 
dates. Averments to the speech of Sadhvi Ritambhra being 
an essential part of pleading, upon which is dependant the 
appeal alleged to have been made either by the, candidate or 
the other persons - including Chief Minister Shanta Kumar, 
without actually dilating the said speech or essential portion 
thereof, the averments suffer from lack; of material facts 
and, us such, the pleadings are wholly -deficient and disclos¬ 
ing no cause of action. 


The allegations made in para 21 are of a general nature 
and have a reference to the .previous two paragraphs, namely, 
paras 19 and 20, by pleading that the: effect of the aforemen¬ 
tioned allegations was that several voters of the constituency, 
on the ground of, promotion of feelings of enmity, and hatred 
between different elasses of citizens on .the ground, of religion 
and on account of appeal on the: ground, of caste and reli¬ 
gion; voted ; for the returned candidate and refrained from 
voting in favour-of the-petitioner. It had the effect of fur¬ 
thering the prospects of the returned candidate and prejudi¬ 
cially affecting the election of the petitioner. It had also the 
effect of promoting and attempting to promote .feelings of 
enmity and.-hatred. > Names of 56 persons from various parts 
of-Districts Bamirpur, Bflaspur,-and Una have-.’been men¬ 
tioned stating that these persons had voted, in favour of res¬ 
pondent No. 1 and did .not -voter „for- thetpetitioner. 


On a bare reading of this- para, it can be inferred that the 
Pbtftioner has merely reproduced verbMim sub-section (3) 
B’rd (3-A) of Section 123 without further explaining or alleg¬ 
ing as to in'what manner the so called appeal had the affect 
of furthering of the prospects of election of the returned 
candidate or preiudiciaHy affecting the election of the ret : - 
*Vmer. The petitioner is also not clear or categorical in his 
**and as to whether there was actual promotion or attempt 
to promote feeling of enmity and hatred., In-srb-section 
ffi-A). (a) promoting of, or (by-attempting to-promote are 
the i"'r> different Heads of corrupt practice. Averment has to he 
specific without being vague in any manner so as to give the 
opposite party a. chance to meet the same speeifically. Charge 
of corrupt practice in an election trial is of a quas’-criminal 
nature and has to be specifically alleged.-The -allegations 
made in para 21, in isolation canhot -be made .applicable to 
"aeh nndevelry'sob-poraof para Wii) and 2ff of die petition. 
Pt'srv'hBe|«ft3a fea«te m'various sub pwas ia-. itself is a sapa- 
rate allegation of torrtmt nraetiee find with respect to each 
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sub-para or allegation made therein, the material facts are 
required to be pleaded. In the opening part of para 19 and 
in para 21 by making allegations of a general nature, the 
same cannot be made applicable in each and every sub-para, 
since nature of each allegation is separate and distinct. What 
would be a material fact for a particular corrupt practice 
under the provisions of the Act for declaring the election 
void is dependent upon the facts and circumstances as also 
the nature of each case and surrounding circumstances. 

Having considered the entire petition, on the whole an 
impression is gathered that there must be some cause of ac¬ 
tion disclosed for taking the petition for trial on merits, put 
on a close scrutiny, the entire petition discloses no cause of 
action. It suffers from lack of material facts and the cause 
of action pleaded is totally incomplete with respect to the 
various grounds. No doubt, an election petition normally de¬ 
serves to be and should be tried on merits, provided it dis¬ 
closes cause of action, but when on a closer scrutiny, material 
facts of the alleged corrupt practice(s) are not furnished and 
it does not disclose any cause of action, the other allegations 
in the absence of complete cause of action pleaded may be 
of a serious nature, it must be dismissed in limine. Tbe 
approach of the Court, while dealing with a petition ques¬ 
tioning the election of the returned candidate should be as 
noticed in A/hnr Hussain's case (supra) : 


"In a democratice polity ‘election’ is tahe mechanism de¬ 
vised to mirror the true wishes and the will of the 
people in the matter of choosing their political 
managers and their representatives who are supposed 
to echo their views and represent their interest in 
the legislature. The results of the Election are sub¬ 
ject to judicial scrutiny and control only with an 
eye on two ends. First, to ascertain that the ‘true’ 
will of the people is reflected in the results and 
second, to secure that only the persons who are 
eligible and qualified under the Constitution obtain 
the representation. In order that the ‘true will* is 
ascertained the Courts will stcij, into protect attvl 
safeguard the purity of Elections, for, if corrupt 

E radices have influenced the result, or tbe electorate 
as been a victim of fraud or deception or compul¬ 
sion on any essential matter, the will of the people 
as recorded In their votes is not the ’free’ and ‘true’ 
will exercised intelligently by deliberate choice. It 
is not the will of the people in the true sense at all, 
And the Courts would, therefore, it stands to reason, 
be justified in setting aside the election in accord¬ 
ance with law if the corrupt practices are establish¬ 
ed. So also when the essential qualifications for 
eligibility demanded by the constitutional require¬ 
ments are not fulfilled, the fad that the successful 
candidate is the true choico of the people is a con¬ 
sideration which is totally irrelevant notwithstanding 
the fad that it would be virtually impossible to re¬ 
enact the elections and reascertain the wishes of the 
people at the fresh elections the time scenario having 
changed. And also notwithstanding the tact that elec¬ 
tions involve considerable expenditure of public re¬ 
venue (not to speak to private funds) and result in 
loss of public time, and accordingly there would bo 
good rcasou for not setting at naught the election 
which reflects the true will of the people lightly. In 
matters of election the will of the people must pre¬ 
vail and Courts would be understandably extremely 
slow to set at naught the will of the people truly 
and freely exercised, If Courts were to do otherwise, 
the Courts would be piping their will against the 
will of the people, or countermanding the choice of 
the people without any object^ aim or purpose, But 
where corrupt practices are established the result of 
the election does not echo the true voice of the 
people. The Courts would not Ihcn be deterred by 
the aforesaid considerations which in tbe corruption 
scenario lose relevance, Such would be the approach 
of the Court in an election matter where corrupt 
practice is established. But what should happen 
when the material facts and particulars of the alleg¬ 
ed corrupt practices are not furnished and the peti¬ 
tion does not disclose a cause of action which the 
returned candidate can tinder law be called upon 


to answer ? The High Court has given the answer 

that it must be summarily dismissed.,." 

No other point was urged or agitated. 

In the result, as per above discussions, while answering 
Issues No. 2 and 3 in affirmative, the Eleclion Petition is 
liable to be dismissed as disclosing no triable cause of ac¬ 
tion, Having come to this conclusion, the appropriate order 
which deserves to be passed in this case is not the dismissal 
of petition as such, but rejection thereof within the ambit 
of Order 7 Rule 11 of the Code. 

Consequently, the petition is rejected. The petitioner shall 
pay the costs to respondent No. 1, quantified at Rs. 5,000|-. 

Sdl- 

DEVINDER GUPTA, Judge 

IIth December, 1992. 

(misra|tr) 
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OT. R. 44:—qfafirfatiT srfbPptfl, 1951 (1951 

g.T 43) iff am 106 nuTror if, Burrim ptrfN 1991 ^ 
fpwfqfl qoffri 4 if fiopr snrcft fagfor-ffo 

?Ttt 7*6 mst fay *ft ririvrt m'k % faring- gif vngpra fauT 
rympTO (sfffiypnT <ffc) ffiffll 1G trifa 199 2 
% gff 5TtT tmfviT trrtrr 1 1 

(flsmr fipipr snpfl irwrr j^) 

[a. 82?/jfffT. sfir.tr. (4/91)92] 

vrin Jr, 

srtppff fair, ufv«r 1 
New Delhi, the 20th January, 1993 

O.N. 44.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representa¬ 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Com¬ 
mission of India hereby publishes the judgement dated 16th 
April, 1992 of the High Court of Judicature at Bombay 
(Aurangabad Bench) in Election Petition No. 4 of 1991, 
calling in question the election of Shri Morcshwar Save to 
the House of the People from 33-Aurangabad Parliamentary 
Constituency. 


[No. 822/MT-HP(4/91)92] 
By Order, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
BOMBAY 

BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

Election Petition No. 4 of 1991 

1. Dwarkadas S)o Yeshwantrao Pathrilcnr.- 
Petitioner. 


Versus 

1. Shri Morcshwar Save.—Respondent. 

Shri V. B. Chatge, Shri S. K. Kadam and Shri 
B. N. Patil, Advocates for the Petitioner, 

Shri S. C. Bora and Shri B. T. Sheth, Advocates 
for the Respondent. 


CORAM : A. A. HALBE, J. 

APRIL 16, 1992. 

JUDGMENT : 

This Voter’s petition is aimed at unseating the 
Respondent, who is the returned candidate at the last 
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Parliamentary Election from 33 Aurangabad Lok- 
sablia Parliamentary Constituency, on the ground that 
the Respondent indulged in corrupt practices under 
Section 123 (3) and (3A) of the Representation of 
People Act, by canvassing for votes on the grounds 
of religion as well as by promoting hatred between 
two classes of citizens, namely Hindus and Moham¬ 
medans. 

2. The petitioner is a registered voter at Sr. No, 
35 in the above parliamentary constituency. He was 
elected as the Zila Parishad Member in the year 1973 
and in 1976 he was elected as Vice-President of the 
Zilla Parishad, Aurangabad, and in the year 1977 he 
was elected as the President of Zilla Parishad, Auran¬ 
gabad. The above parliamentary election was fixed 
under the programme which can be stated as follows. 

The nomination papers were to be filed on 26th 
April, 1991, th 0 scrutiny thereof was to take place 
on 27th April, 1991, voting was changed from 
23-5-1991 to 12-6-1991 on account of the assassina¬ 
tion of late Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi, the voting 
took place on 12th June, 1991, the counting of the 
votes started on 16th June, 1991 and the results were 
declared on 17th June, 1991 and the Respondent was 
declared elected as he secured highest number of 
votes, namely, 2.35,859 votes, whereas his immediate 
rival Dr. Rafiq Zakeria secured 1,55,440 votes, to be 
followed by the Congress candidate, Prof. Mohan 
Deshmukh, securing 1,44,555 votes. 

3. The Respondent was the candidate of Shivsena 
Party and was sponsored by Shivsena-Bhartiya Janata 
Party Alliance and was allotted symbol of 'Bow and 
Arrow’. The petitioner has further contended that 
the leaders of Shivsena, namely, Balasaheb Thackrcy- 
the President, Manohar Joshi—Member of Legislative 
Assembly, Maharashtra State and Chagan Bhujbal—< 
Member of the Legislative Assembly, Maharashtra 
State, canvassed on behalf of the Respondent and 
during their speeches in furtherance of the election 
campaign they clearly solicited votes dn the ground of 
Hindu Religion, their speeches further indicated that 
they intended to promote hatred between Hindus and 
Mohammedans. This was done essentially to streng¬ 
then the chances of success of the Respondent at the 
above Parliamentary Election. 

4. Coming to the particulars of the corrupt prac¬ 
tices, the petitioner has staled that the mam thrust of 
the speeches of the above lcadrs was that the Hindus 
should unite, the Hindu religion was in danger in the 
State, wherein in fact, Hindus are in absolute majority. 
The challenge was posed by the minority specially the 
Muslims to whom th c Ruling party was wooing. It 
was also the emphasis in those speeches that India 
could only survive on the basis of Hindutwa. Three 
meeting were held on which reliance has been placed 
by the petitioner to prove the allegations under sec¬ 
tion 123 (3) and (3A) of the Representation of Peo¬ 
ple Act (hereinafter referred to as ‘the R. P. Act’) 
Manohar Joshi conducted meeting at Bidkin and 
■/main at T. V. Centre CIDCO, Aurangabad, whereas 
.Shiv Sena Supreme Balasaheb Thackrey delivered the 
election spech at Sanskrutik Mandal, Aurangabad, 


Manohar Joshi spoke on 6th May, 1991 at the above 
places, namely Bidkin and thereafter T.V. Centro, 
CIDCO, Aurangabad, and the meeting went on beyond 
the midnight. Balasaheb Thackrey spoke at the San¬ 
skrutik Mandal on .12-5-1991, and in this speech, 
Aurangabad has been referred as ‘Sambhajinagar’, the 
name which was given to this city during Maratha 
Rule, but th e name obliterated by the Mugal Rulers. 

5. In the Daily Tanm Bharat newspaper, which is 
the mouth-piece of Shivsena-B. J. P. Alliance, the 
reports of this meeling addressed by Manohar Joshi 
were published. At Bidkin, which is within the parlia¬ 
mentary constituency, Aurangabad, Manohar Joshi 
spoke with the full knowledge and consent of Respon 
dent and as indicated, the report of the speech appear¬ 
ed in Deogiri Tarim Bharat on 7-5-1991. The said 
report is accompanied by tho Photograph, wherein 
presence of Respondent is clearly seen. Manohar JOshl 
stated that candidate of B.J.P.— Shivsena belongs to 
Hindutwawadi and that there was move of Hinduism 
or Hindutwawad throughout India and not only in 
Maharashtra. The only subject in the minds of the 
people was Shriram. He further stated that B.J.P.— 
Shivsena wer 0 sowing thc thought of Hindutwa. 

6. In the ‘Ajiutha’ ncw s paper dt. 12th May, 1991 
there was an advertisement that ther e was a election 
meeting to be addressed by Balasaheb Thackrey on 
the same day i.e. on 12th May, 1991 at 7.00 p.m. 
at Marathwada Sanskrutik Mandal. The said meeting 
was between 8 to 11 p.m. and the renort thereof ap¬ 
peared in the said paper daily Marathwada on 13th 
May, 1991. Tn the said metting, Balasaheb Thackrey 
canvassed the idea that a stauch Hindu Supporter 
(Hindu Fundamentalist') should onlv become the next 
Prime Minister. He further sooke that Hindus should 
unite and bv taking saffron flag march forward with 
the slogan Har Har Mahadeo. He further spoke that 
Hindutwa was not the wav r but it was thc breath of 
the nation and if that breath was to stop, the nation 
would cease to exist, Hindutwa is the third eve- of 
Lord Shankara and if it opens it wdl reduce evcrvthing 
to ashes. He also spoke several such things. 
wh ; ch preached hatred between the Hindus and 
Mohammedans. The Respondeat was present at the 
said meeting anrl thuc all what Balasaheb spoke was 
with the knowledge and consent of the Respondent. 
The photograph of meeting has anneared in Daily 
Samoa newspaper, dt. 15th May. 1991. Snmna Is tho 
mouthpiece of the Shivsena and the Editor of this 
paper is Balasaheb Thnck r cv. The audio cassette of 
thc sneech of Balasaheb Thackrev on 12th Mav. 1991 
was freely available at various shoos, The petitioner 
submitted that tape of the speech, in the Court. 

7. There are allegations in relation to the speech' 
by Chagan Bhujbal, who is said to have held meeting 
on 7th June, but during the course of evidence, noth¬ 
ing has been adverted to about the speech bv Chagan 
Bhuibal. The learned advocate for the petitioner has 
contended that he does no< relv on the speeches of 
Chagan Bhujbal and naturally, therefore, the relevant 
paragraphs relating to the speech and report of the 
speech by Chagan Bhujbal arc not referred to. 

8. It must also be mentioned that the petitioner has 
not relied on the advertisement or the poster adver¬ 
tisement about appeal to the voter to vote in favour 
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of I^s|og{feji4 HeJice^ the detail? theirar aiWattek 
not referred fn this petition. 

■ ^, J v he petitiooer has thus contended that the Res- 

ponded solicited votes on the grounds of Hindu Re- 
hgioa.. He also promoted hatred between Hindus and 



r r , -<***« uuiaianea 

Thadcrdy^ the leaded of ShiVsSha; latter benirad- 
dresScd as ‘Sirsenapati’. This act on the part of the 
Respondent amounts to corrupt practice under section 
123 (3) and (3Aj of the R. P. Act, and ho ice the 
petitioner is guilty of those practices and is liable to 
be unseated under the declaration' that his election to 
the -above Parliamentary Constituency is nu’l and 
void. 


1$. The Respondent, in his written statement, dated 
17th February, 1992, has raised some preliminary 
objections. The allegations in various paragraphs have 
also,been denied in this written statement. By way of 
preliminary objections, it is stated that the petitioner 
is not shown to -be the elector or the candidate for 
election in the above Constituency, and this should 
entail the dismissal of the petition under section 81 
of the . above JR. P. Act. It is also stated that the al¬ 
legations'of .corruption are.not accompanied by neces- 
soiy affidavit .in the prescribed form as inquired by 
proviso to sub-section A of Section S3 of the R. P. 
Act. There is . also the violation of Rule 94-A of the 
Conduct of Election Rules nor is the proper compli¬ 
ance of Form No. 25 in regard to the affidavit which 
has to fee sworn before the Magistrate of the First 
Class or the Public Notary or a Commissioner, .of 
Oaths haj been done. Since thf< affidavits are not be¬ 
fore the designated Authority the petition is liable tQ 
fail as ther c are no legal pleadings in relation to the 
corrupt practices as required under the Election Law, 
The Audio Cassette referred, in the election petition 
abo# the speech by Balasaheb Thackrey on 12th 
May, 1991, although tendered in the Court, the cony 
thereof hhs not been served on the Respondent .The; 
allegations regarding the co-fupt .practices are also 
vasue. irrelevant and for all these reasons, the petition 
is liable tb be dismissed under order 7 Ride 11 of fM 
Civrf Procedure Code rjw Sections 81, 83. and 86 of 
the R P. Act. 


LPari II—Sec." 3 (iii) ] 

:to . Aurangabad.- ItegaMirtv tto 
® fleogiri Tarua Bharat, U unstated 
t&e i^* oad€ ®- r - d6es - no ? - the ne*$ abjout 
in Hs has denied the- reports 

Mav e }?S L re M J « 8 J° m ®p^ n f held on 6th of 
May, 1991 by Manohar Joshr. According to him 

no -smb meeting. was held and that he did not gt’ 
tend any t such meeting both at Bidkin and T. V 
Centre UDCO Aurangabad. The interpretation put 
on the speech by Manohar Joshi is totally incorrtct 
™ ,^ me : Regarding the meeting by Balasaheb 
Thackrey, it is stated that the report thereof ' ~i in 
Marathwada paper of 13-5-1991 was totally false 
and misleading and that Respondent was not pre¬ 
sent at the said meeting. No such meeing was held 
in the manner indicated in the petition. He has 
further stated that no speech of Balasaheb Thackrey 
was recorded on Audio cassette on 12-5-1991 and 
that,Respondent was not aware whether such Audio 
Cassettes Were available at various shoos at Auran¬ 
gabad or elsewhere. He has lastly stated that the so- 
called repdfts, so-called allegations involving the 
corrupt practices which were never committed by the 
Respondent were feable and for all these reasons, 
the Respondent, prayed for dismissal of the; peti¬ 
tion. He further prayed for exemplary costs of Rjs. 
Five thousand from the. petitioner 

12. On these pleadings, issues were framed at 
Ex. II. 

ISSUES 

(1) Whether petitioner proves that the. res¬ 
pondent, his workers and Shivsena parly 
leaders solicited votes on the ground . of 
religion and promoted hatred betweeh 
two classes of citizen? ? 

(2) Whether petitioner proves that Manohar 
Joshi, Shivascna worker with the consent 
of the respondent solicited votes on the 
ground of religion and promoted hartea 
between two classes of citizens in his elec¬ 
tion meeting dated 6-5-1991 at Bidkin, -ds 
deta'led in nnras. 7. 8. 9 and 10?. 


11; About the merits; the ^Respondent has stated 
that-the netrt'on does not d : sclo«e- any cause-of 
action: Indeed, the details of the elect‘on programme 
that• results of the election, the fact that the Res¬ 
pondent is a Shivsena candidate, hove not been- dis¬ 
puted bv the Respondent. It is further briefly stated 
that-*he Respondent never committed- any corrupt 
practices either h m^elf of -at the instance of or with 
the . assistance'■ of Balasaheb Thackrev. Manohar 
Joshi- and 1 or Chaaan Bbolbal. The- allegation thereof 
are HOI true. It Is further stated that the Respon¬ 
dent-never appealed *<* anyone in rstrticuiar oad to 
public 4-i general' on the basts of -aniv -ReHgtvt; He 
never snoV f . nor pTonaaate that India can -only sur- 
■ on the. busts of Uindufwa, 1 be - allegations, in 
this regard hi the petition are, totaijv baseless and 
dese'sfflsr- to be struck down. Hehas alsostated that 
yambhaihravar wa^ never y-: referred ’ do* fh& m; the 
background • that the -sa : d * name 5 was changed -ft? 


(3) Whether petitioner proves, that Manohar 
Joshi also solicited votes on the same 
above ground in his meeting at CTDCO 
T. V. Centre. Aurangabad, on 6-5-1991, 
as detailed in para IT ? 

(4) Whether petitioner proves that Balasaheb 
Thackrey. the Shivasena leader. with the 
consent of the respondent solicited vote? 
on. the ground , of re’igion- and also prof 
moled hatred between two classes or chit 
zeris in his e’e-tion meeting on 12th Mav! 
1991. at Marathwada Sanskrutik Mfthdatj 
Aurangabad, as detaTOd in nafas 12’ 'to 
14 ? 

(5) Whether the petmonernroves tnat unagan 
Bbuibal, SWvesetta worker ; »feo aolicife^ 
wmest.' on th« -same e&m&si in his etecticat 
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meetings at Aurangabad, Adul, Fachod 
and Paithan, on 6-6-1991, as detailed in 
para 15 of the Election Petition ? 

(6) Whether the petitioner proves that res¬ 
pondent solicited votes on the same 
grounds in hi election posters at Exhs, ‘C\ 
’FT and T ? 

(7) Whether peliliuner proves that the res¬ 
pondent is guilty of corrupt practices 
under Sections 123 (3) and (3A) of the 
R. P. Act ? 

(8) & (9) As per final order. 

tion of respondent to Parliament from 
Parliamentary Constituency No. 33-Auran- 
gabad, is liable to be Set aside ? 

(9) What orders ? 

My findings thereon are : 

(1) Yes. 

(2) yes. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) Not proved. 

(6) Not proved. 

(7) Yes. 

(?) f. (9) As per final onjer. 

13. At the outsent, xt will have to be stated ibat 
the Respondent filed about five applications at 
Exhs. 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9, Ex. 5 was to the effect that 
avernments relating to corrupt practices' disclose no 
Cause Of action and that th e allegations were vague, 
irrelevant and unnecessary, and the petition was lia¬ 
ble to be dismissed under Order 7 rule 11 C P C. 
rlw Sections 81, S3 find 86 of the R.P. Act. Ap¬ 
plication Ex. 6 Has betn in regard "to the copy of 
the Audio cassette of ihe speech delivered by Bala¬ 
saheb Thackrey. Ex. 7 was in relation to the con¬ 
tention that petitioner was not shown as the elector 
in the above constituency. Ex. 8 was in regard to Ihe 
affidavit in Form 25 under 94-A of the Conduct of 
Election Rules, whciein the specific contention was 
thht the rffidavit Was not sworn before (he Colm- 
missiotier of Oaths or any other designated auth¬ 
ority. Ex. 8 Was thus in Jegard to (he form of the 
affidavit in Form 25 under Rule 94-A of the Con¬ 
duct of Election Rules. Ex. 9 is regarding the ob¬ 
jections raised in the above applications to be tre¬ 
ated as preliminary points. Those applications were 
taken as preliminary points and in the order Feb. 3, 
1992, all these applications have been rejected, 
It was found that the petitioner was the regis¬ 
tered voter at Sr. No. 35. That ihe copy 
of the cassette was already tendered in the Court, 
that the verification before the Senior Superinten¬ 
dent was verification before the Commissioner of 
Oaths. Regarding the form of affidavit, the view 
of the Supreme Court reported in AIR 1991 Sup¬ 
reme Court 1557. <Sapa- Vs. Singora) was taken 
into consideration and.it was thus found that .the 
affidavit -was property sworn,- that -the particulars of 
200 GI/93—15 


corrupt practices were properly narrated, that dis¬ 
tinction had 'to be observed between th e material 
facts and the necessary particulars and for all these 
reasons, those applications were rejected. 

14. It would be, therefore, proper to turn to the 
main evidence. The petitioner, in order to prove 
the speech delivered by Manohar Joshi at Bidkin 
has examined (PW 6) Nanehekhan Culabkhan at 
Ex. 25, (PW 7) Cmesh Desphande at Ex. 26, 
(PW 8) Ramchandra Runjaji Narwade at Ex. 29, 
(PW 12) Photographer Conde at Ex. 36. Desh- 
pande is the reporter in Deogifi Tarun Bharat, who 
had covered the meeting of Manohar Joshi at 
Bidkin. 

15. Regarding the meeting at T. V. Centre ad¬ 
dressed by Manohar Joshi, the petitioner has exa¬ 
mined (PW 3) Sopanrao Phuse at Ex. 20, (PW 7) 
Umesh Deshpandc at Ex. 26, the reporter in Deo- 
giri Tarun Bharat paper, and (PW 12) Photo¬ 
grapher Gonde. 

16. Regarding the meeting by Balasaheb Thackrey 
the petitioner has examined himself at Ex. 14, 
(PW 2) Bhalerao, the Chief Reporter of Mahath- 
wada Daily at Ex. 18, (PW 4) S. S. Khandalkar, 
the Chief Reporter of Daily Lokmat at Ex, 21, 
(PW 9) Bhaurao Muley at Ex. 30, (PW 10) Suresh 
Vithalrao Kuler at Ex. 31 and (PW 11) Police 
Constable Bhivrao Gavatc, who recorded the speech 
of Balasaheb Thackrey oh th 0 cassette under the 
instructions from Police Officers. Muely is the re¬ 
porter of Ajantha paper. 

17. It will have to be observed that no evidence 
has been led so far as the speech by Bhujbal is con¬ 
cerned, no evidence has been led on behalf of the 
petitioner in regard to the poster advertisements and 
hence the scope of the election petition boils dowri 
to the allegations of ccmipt practices in the above 
three meetings, two addressed by Manohar Joshi 
and the third by Balasaheb Thackrey. 

18. The first grievance which has been made by 
the learned advocate for the Respondent is that the 
Respondent was never present at any of the meet¬ 
ings, if at all he was present. Respondent never cons¬ 
ented nor connived at the speeches of Balasaheb 
Thackrey or Manohar Joshi, and that the petitioner 
had failed to prove the consent or connivance on 
the part of the Respondent and the petition Is 
therefore, liable lo be dismissed on that count alone. 
It has been rightly countered by the learned advo¬ 
cate for the petitioner that even the Respondent 
admits that he belongs to Shivsena, that he is the 
Shivsena candidate, that Balasaheb Tlmkrey, 
Manohar Joshi are the leaders of Shivsena, they are 
more or less pione&r members of this organisation, 
which is the registered political party and hence in 
view of the ratio laid down by the several Courts 
implied consent shall have to be inferred from the 
speeches rendered by the above leaders during the 
election campa'gn of Respondent. 

19. It should .be observed, that the election peti¬ 
tions are in the nature of charge-shee against the 
elected. candidate. 
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In AIR 1970 Supreme Court 1477, in the case 
of D. P. Mishra Vs. K. M. Sharma, it is observed 
by th 0 Supreme Court that in an alection petition 
a corrupt practice may be proved only by evidence 
beyond reasonable doubt. IN AIR 1970 Supreme 
Court 1841, in the case of Guruji Shrihari Baliram 
Jiwtode Vs. Vithalrao, the Court observed that 
burden lies on party alleging corrupt practice to 
prove every ingredient of it. In AIR 1976—Sup¬ 
reme Court, in the case of D. Venkatareddi Vs. 
R. Sultan, it is laid down that the allegations of cor¬ 
rupt practices being in the nature of quasi criminal 
ciiarge, the same must be proved beyond any sha¬ 
dow of doubt, The same view has been reiterated 
by Supreme Court in its subsequent Rulings re¬ 
ported in AIR 1991—Supreme Court 1557, in the 
case of (Sapa Vs, Singora) and hence the ratio 
which is of binding nature is that election petition 
involving the allegations of corrupt practices under 
section 123 of Representation of People Act must 
be proved beyond reasonable doubt. Taking advant¬ 
age o 1 this legal position it has been vchemen'ly 
contended on behalf of the respondent that the peti¬ 
tioner has miserably failed to prove consent on the 
part of the Respondent. He has not been able to 
bring home the guilt about the corrupt practices' 
charges and the petition, therefore, is liable to be 
dismissed. This argument shall have to be examined 
with reference to the evidence and the several docu¬ 
ments tendered by the parties, more particularly, 
the petitioner, in support of the petition. 

20. The other aspect which also needs reference 
is that undisputably respondent No. 1 is the sponser- 
ed candidate of Shivsena party at the last Assembly 
Elections. The said party is a registered political 

e and the allegations are that various leading 
:s of Shivsena party propagated on be¬ 
half of the party nominee, which include respondent. 
Obviously, therefore, according to the learned ad¬ 
vocate for the petitioner that whatever corrupt prac¬ 
tices are alleged and i{.produced in - election petition 
shall be deemed to have been committed by the res¬ 
pondent no. 1, if it is shown that the party leaders 
canvassed for responden no. 1 on he plank of reli¬ 
gion and also with a view to promote hatred between 
Hindus and Mohammedans. The nature of consent 
will have to be inferred if that is a situation. When 
prima facie, it can he held that respondent no. 1 was 
backed bv various witnesses of Shivsena, as mention¬ 
ed in Part III, the presumption will follow that they 
canvassed on behalf of flm respondent although none 
of them happens to be his election agent. In the writ¬ 
ten statement, filed bv respndent no. 1 he has no dis¬ 
puted this position. All that is being stated by him, is 
that whatever those persons spoke for the purposes 
of canvassing for respondent no. 1, they putfooh their 
own views and the same, therefore, cannot be foisted 
on respondent no, 1. In this behalf, the learned ad¬ 
vocate for the ne'bioncr has drawn mv attention to 
the following Rulings, which clearly spell out that 
when a political nnrtv sonoscVs a candida'e, the spe¬ 
eches of the leaders shall be deemed to have been 
made with the consent of the party, in that behalf 
he has cited 16 Election Law Reporter, in the case of 
Trilokchand Vs Shivmiwati Nehru. That was an 
election petition decided by Election Tribunal 
Lucknow. The observations are pertinent, “It is a 
well settled principle of law of agency In elections that 


it a candidate has been set up by party, the party it¬ 
self as well as permanent members must be held to be 
his agents, because by agreeing to stand as candi¬ 
date of a party, he must agree with the party and its 
permanent workers, working to promote his part)'. 
In such a case privity between the candidate and the 
party shall have to be presumed and the candidate 
cannot lightly escape from the responsibility attached 
to the acts of the other members, who work as 
agents on the ground that he did not consent to spe¬ 
eches given by the members. 

21. I’he principle, that can be enunciated with all 
certainty is that if a candidate is adopted by political 
party or any organization which makes common cause 
with him, and if the candidate takes advantage of its 
machinery in furtherance of his prospects in the elec¬ 
tion, he is responsible for the acts of either perma¬ 
nent members or the party. This legal proposition is 
reiterated in subsequent Rulings. 

In AIR 1959 Asam 200, in the case of Nami 
Gopal Swami Vs. Abdul Hamid Choudhary and Anr., 
the High Court observed that any association of per¬ 
sons or society or political party and its permanent 
members, who set up a candidate sponsered his cause 
and work to promote Ins elect on may aptly be cal¬ 
led as the agent of the candidate for election pur¬ 
poses. In such a case direct evidence of consent will 
not be available. Agency, however, should be deem¬ 
ed to have established by virtue of the fact that the 
candidate is baptized by the political party. He is 
impliedly introduced as the sponsored candidate by 
the members. The same ratio is confirmed in AIR' 
1961 Rajasthan 122. in the case of Indcr Lai Vs. 
Lai Singh and Others. The Court observed that 
where the members of the party commit corrupt prac¬ 
tices, the Tribunal shall assume that the returned 
candidate was guilty of corrupt practices by his agent 
and declare the election void. It is indeed true that 
in AIR 1969—Supreme Court 1201, in the case of 
Samant N. Balkrishna Vs. Fernandez, the Supreme 
Court reiterated the general duty cast on the elec¬ 
tion petitioner that the corrupt practices must not 
only be established, but must be proved to have been 
committed with the exnress consent of the candidate 
or bis elect on agent. On rrcine through the judgment, 
the Court in Para 47 of the judgment referred to the 
.settled principles of law that consent may be infer¬ 
red from circumstantial evidence, but the circumstan¬ 
ces must uncrringlv point to the conclusion of the 
oorrupt practices being committed bv the candidate 
or his scent. This is, therefore, the legal background 
which will have to he borne in mind while examin¬ 
ing the allegations of the corrunt practices. For that 
pumosc. the pleadings in the written statement of the 
Respondent also appear to be relevant. 

22. From whatever has hern Jed on behalf of the 
petitioner, it is crystal clear that the pcri'iimer relics 
on three speeches two delivered bv Mtmohat Jo chi in 
tlie night between 6tfi and 7th Mav, 1991. nr Bidkin 
and T.V. Centre, Aurangabad, and one bv Ratnsahab 
Thackrev. who is acknowledged Supreme of Shivsena 
Organisation, on 12-5-1991 at Sanskrutik Mandnl 
Grocnd, Aurangabad. It would be also evident from 
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the evidence of Respondent at Ex. 38 that these meet¬ 
ings did take place and that speeches were delivered 
by Manohar Josh! and Balasaheb ThacKiey, but the 
only suggestion is that Respondent attended all these 
meetings late—practically at the concluding stage and 
that the Respondent could not gather what was spoken. 
He has deposed .hat he did not get chance either ro 
know about the proposed speeches in advance and that 
he did not also got any other opportunity to opely 
disown all these three speeches. The scope of enquiry, 
therefore, boils dovn to hese three speeches, to the 
details of which, I shall come while dealing with each 
speech separately. At the cost of rej'© ition it will 
have to be observed that the speech relied upon by 
Bhujbal- -another Shivsena leader has not been relied 
upon or even proved by the petitioner. Another piece 
of evidence, namrly, the posters alleged to be issued 
showing canvassing in the name of Hindu Gods have 
also not been proved. 

23. The petitioner has examined as many .is 12 
witnesses. Out of (hem (PW 1) Dwarkadas Ychwant- 
rao Pathrikar at Ex. 14, (PW 2) Nishikant Bhalerao at 
Ex. 18, (PW 4) S, S. Khandalkar at Ex. 21, (PW 9) 
Bhaurao Tatyarao Muley a. Ex. 3(J, (PW 10) SufeJi 
Vitthalrao Kuber at Ex. 31, (PW 11) Bhivrao 
Sampatrao Gawate at Ex 32 —the Police Head Con¬ 
stable, have been examined in connection with the 
speech of Balasahib Tbackrey on 12-5-199!; (PW 2). 
Bhalerao is ihe Chief Rcpoiter ot Maradnvada news 
paper, (PW 4) Munch hear is the Chief Repi rier of 
Lokmat news paper, (PW 9) Muley is also the Chief 
Reporter of Ajantha news paper and through these 
witnesses serious attempt has been made to establish 
the contents of he speech. Tc begin with the evidence 
of Nishikant Bhalerao, who is undisputably the Chief 
Reporter of Marathwada newspaper, it is being sought 
to be cstabl shed that he bas attended the meeting of 
Balasaheb Tbackrey and bad issued the report, which 
is to be found a' Ex, 19, the copy of the Marathwada 
newspaper. He has stated that as the Chief Reporter 
he has covered this meeting, which was held a 1 ; Sans- 
krutik Mandal Ground, Aurangabad, where eminent 
local leaders of Shivsena were present and the Res¬ 
pondent was also present. Marathwada newspaper 
has wide circulation throughout the districts of Mara- 
thwada Region. T-fe has tendered the copy of the 
paper as stated above at Ex. 19, wherein there is a 
photograph of Balasaheb Tbackrey. As a i.ep>n!or, 
he has reserved his cp nion on tire speech of Thack- 
rev. In the cross-exanrnation, he has stated 
that lie has tried to reproduce almost all the 
contents of the speech or atleast Highlights 
of the speech. The practice in the" publi¬ 
cation or new* i s that Rfporter takes down the 
notes in the .small drary, prepares the speech out of it 
and submits the same to 'tic news ed'tor, who publishes 
the same in the issue of the news paper. There is no 
reason to discard tile testimony of Bhalerao, who has 
no bias for any party and who has really no reason 
cither to exaggerate or o waterdown the speech by 
Tbackrey. He has sht'ed that the written nates n>e 
destroyed after die period r about three months. It 
must be said that merely because the original notes 
have not been produced, the contents of the report 
containing news-paper Ex 19 cannot be discarded. He 
has admitted that the report which has appeared in 
the paper Ex. 19 is the faithful account of wbat he has 


reported for publication Ay a Chief Reporter, he 
hud really no animus against the Respondent nor is 
he shown to be tiie.idly towards Congress Party either. 
He has adverted ,o th: presence of the Respondent 
at this meeting. Petitioner relics or. this report fcx. 
19—Marathwada Paper to prove the contents of the 
speech. 


24. The other witness in support of this speech is 
(PW 4) S. S. Klur.dalkar at Ex. 21. He had also 
covered the speech of Balasaheb Tbackrey on 
12-5-1991. He has stated bat Respondent was also 
present along with other Shivsen i leaders. In the 
cross-examination, he has admitted bat no notes arc 
available because under the usual practice, the notes 
are destroyed aftei the stipulated time. It cannot be 
lost sight of that the speech took place in the month 
of May, 1991, in earlier part of May, this witness has 
appeared for deposition practically at the end of March, 
1992. In pursuance of the practice, notes are des ray¬ 
ed and this icons probable because retention o* notes 
for indefinite period may not be physically possible 
T Ivese notes, if stored, in ihe place, may occupy Ihe 
space of the Press and that storing may prove to be 
uneconomical for the Press. Jp every Organization, 
old papers are destroyed after a stipulated period and 
m keeping with this practice, if notes are destroyed, it 
caning be said that non-;>roduction of noies shoo'd 
persuade the Court to disbelieve the evidence of the 
Reporter, more particularly when the Reporter is nvp 
shown to be friendly with any of the parties. Keeping 
this princ pie in the background, the evidence ol 
Khandalkar, so far as the newspaper report js con¬ 
cerned, has to be accepted as truthful. His report is 
to be found at Ex, 22. The learned advocate lor the 
petitioner has contended tnat he does not tely on this 
report as the integral part of the petition, because the 
allegations regarding the corrupt practices have been 
produced in the transcription of the cassette and also 
m the newspaper Marathwada, It will have to be 
emphasized that even Khandalkar speaks about die 
presence of Respondent at the mowing. 

25. The third witness is Bhaurao Tuiyarao Muley who 
is also the Reporter of Ajati ha paper and the same 
is at Ex. 31 lie was also deposed that he had 
covered this meeting where he Respondent was present 
and whatever he has reported in connection with the 
speech of Tbackrey has been fully reflected in the 
report at Ex. 31 in the Ajantha News Paper of 13th 
May, 1991. In the Cross-examination, Muley has 
denied ' hat it wonld not be true to say that the Res¬ 
pondent was not present. 

26. The learned advocate fot *hc Respondent has 
vehemently contended that 'be petitioner has not sup¬ 
plied the copies rtf reports published in the Lokmat 
paper at Ex. 22 and Ajantha at Ex. 21. No copies 
are annexed to the petition. To this, repl\ by the 
petitioner is that these reports have not been relied upon 
as the integral part of the petit'on. All that ic sought 
to be established to iccenl these two witnesses is that 
Balasaheb Thachrey did deliver the speech and that 
the reports appeared in the newspaper. This situa¬ 
tion has been resolved bv the Supreme Court in AIR 
1991 Supreme Court 1557, in the case of FR Saps 
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said that . 

“If a document t oes not form an integral part of 
the election pe'ition bet is merely referred 
to in die peliJon or filed in the proceedings 
as eviden-ic of anj fact, failure tc supply a 
copy thereof will not prove fatal. Therefore, 
the maintainability of an clecjipn petition, in 
the content of the point on hand will depend 
on whether the schedule cr annexurt to ihc 
petition constitutes an integral part of (he 
election petition or no.. If it constitutes an 
integral pa t it must satisfy tht requ'icmen.s 
of Section 81(3) and failure in that behalf 
would be fatal. But if it does not consiitnte 
an integral part of the election petition, a 
copy thereof need not be served along who 
'.he petition to the opposite party. Much 
would, therefore, depend on whether the 
schedule or annexure was an integral part 
of the election petition or not, if die former 
failure 1 1 servo it along with the petition to 
the returned candidate would be fatal but 
not so in the latter case.” 

The witnesses list was furnished to the Court 
long before the examination of these witnesses, 
these witnesses were hot objected to by the Res¬ 
pondent, neither at the stage of citation of their 
nappes par at the tirpe of their e.xajniuatjoh. The 
copies of the papers are furnished to the Respon¬ 
dent and hence I feel that merely because the copies 
were not annexed fo the petition, ihefe capnot creep 
ip any legal ipfjrmity to discard the evidence of 
these Reporters. Th,e contents in the report of Bha- 
jprao have beep relied upon by the petitioner, where¬ 
as the reports of Lokmat and Ajantha papers have 
been relied upon by the petitioner, to establish the 
fact that the speech was delivered by Thackrey at 
fianskrutik Mandal in the evening hours of 
12-5-1991. 

27. Now, so far as the news reports are concern¬ 
ed, there is a settled law that the speeches can be 
proved by the person who delivered the speech or in 
the alternative by the person who has recorded the 
speech. 

28. So far as the newspapers are concerned, it 
wifi be noticed that under section 81 'of the Evidence 
Act, the news papers when produced shall be pre¬ 
sumed to be a genuine documents. In AIR 1930 
Lahore Pq. 371, in the case of Ram Chandra Vs. 
Emperor, it is held by t\ic High Court that there 
is a presumption under Section 81 of the Evidence 
Act about the genuineness of the specimen of the 
news paper actually produced. Ope specimen of 
a news paper is not a copy of another, each paper 
is the counter-part of die original and each is a 
primary evidence qf contents of the rest. 

29. In AIR 1971 Calcutta 53, in the case of 
Naiayan Choudhary Vs. Radha Gobinda Dutta, it is 
held that although there is a presumption £ bout the 
evidence under Section 81 Of the Evi¬ 


dence Act, statements id facts contained in the 
news paper is merely hearsay and, therefore, in¬ 
admissible in evidence. The above presumption 
cannot be treated as proof of facts contained in news 
paper. The evidence of maker of statements as re¬ 
corded in the news paper is essential. 

29. In AIR 1959 Rajasthan 280 in the case of 
Khilumal Topandas Vs. Arjundas Tulsidas, it is held 
that a report of the speech made in the news paper 
js not admissible in evidence to prove the speeches. 
The party must produce the persons who had made 
the speeches o r the persons in whose presence such 
speeches were made or the Reporter of the news 
paper in whose presence the speeches were made 
and who had sent the leport to the news paper. 

41. The same view is reiterated in AIR 196} 
Punjab 215 in the case of Harbhajan Singh Vs. State 
of Punjab. The ratio that can be deduced from the 
above Rulings is that although the news paper is 
treated as genuine and primary evidence, the con¬ 
tents of the speech shall have to be proved by exami¬ 
ning the maker of the speech or the person, who 
recorded the speech and reported the samt to the 
news paper. In this case, as indicated, both 
Bhalcrao and others have Categorically stated that 
they had covered the meetings, prepared the notes 
and forwarded the same to the news paper, whicji 
had published the reports at Ex. 45. 

42. The Supreme Court in a latter Ruling has 
taken a liberal View of tfie speeches appearing in the 
news paper. Considering the impact cf Sections 60 
and 63 of the Evidence Act, the Supreme Court 
observed in AIR l9f>9 Supreme Court 1201, in the 
case of Samant N. Balkiishnn Etc. Vs. George 
Fernandez and Others that : 

“A news item without any further proof of 
what had actually happened through wit¬ 
nesses is of no value. It is at best ;> 
second hand secondary evidence. It is 
well known that reporters collect informa¬ 
tion and pass it on to the editor who edits 
the news item and then publishes it. In 
this process the truth might get perverted 
or garbled. Such news items cannot be 
said to prove themselves although they 
may be taken into account with other evi¬ 
dence if the other evidence is forcible. A 
fact has first to be alleged and proved amt 
then news paper reports can be taken in 
Support of it but not independently.” 

In this view, the Supreme Court has bypassed 
ihe jequired rigidities for proving the contents of 
the news papers. This view can be applied with all 
force to the facts of this case. It is to be seen 
that the paper Reporters who had witnessed the 
speech had covered the meetings, prepared the re¬ 
port, forward them to the Editor and got them 
published in the news papers. It is also to be seen 
that the police witness ha.; also transcribed the 
speech after recording ^ in shorthand. Not only 
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that the .entire speech has been iccorded in the 
vtcieo cassette proved by Police Constable Gavvate. 
I, therefore, teei that speech at Ex. 19 is the faithful 
and correct recording ol' speech of Baiasaheb 
Thackrey. 

43. The.other mode, which has been adopted by 
the petitioner to prove the. speech of Baiasaheb 
Thackrey is by supplying transcription in Marathi of 
the speech recorded m the cassette. The same is 
annexed to the petition at Ex. F. Although the 
petitioner claims to have obtained the transcription 
Tronj the cassette in his possession and* although the 
Same has been tendered, the petitioner has not 
examined person who recorded the tape, but instead 
o| examined the police witness Gavvate who bad re¬ 
corded the speech. (PW) Gawatc at Ex.32 has 
.deposed that he was deputed to record the speech of 
Baiasaheb Thackrey and he recorded it on cassette 
Bx.35. In the cross-examination, he has stated that 
be was standing by the side of loud-speaker and 
that he had noticed the Respondent on the dais. In 
•the cross-examination, it is suggested that no 
panchanama was recorded when Gswate delivered 
the cassette to the police officer. However, Gawate 
. lias Stated that whatever has been recorded is record- 
. ed in the cassette, which bears his signature. His 
voice has been dubbed to show that when the speech 
of Baiasaheb Thackrey began and when the speed! es 
of others also comenced. Baiasaheb Thackrey spoke 
last. The Cossette was heard in the presence of the 
advocates fdr the parties and the learned advocate 
for the Respondent has not been able to dispute that 
■ the speech transcribed and attached to the petition 
at Ex.‘F Is 1 the same speech which was heard on the 
cassette. It would be also seen that the original 
cassette which has not been proved also contains the 
‘same speech because the transcription thereof is 
attached to the petition. There is, therefore, 
•nothing to show that the speech at Ex. F’ is diffe¬ 
rent from the speech recorded on the cassette. Res¬ 
pondent has not been able to dispute this fact and 
hence it follows that the speech was one and the 
ssms although recorded on different cassettes. How- 
'ejer, when the cassette was heard only the part of 
the speech could be deciphered, but not the entire 

S eech. First seven paees of .the Marathi trahscrip- 
>n annexed to the petition were decipherable in the 
cassette. Rest of the contents of the speech have 
r v ot been deciphered and hence the contents could 
not be gathered. The petitioner, therefore, can 
' tely only on that part .of the speech recorded in the 
c/issettee, . which is decipherable. The learned 
"advocate for the Respondent does not dispute this 
proposition. The learned advocate for the petitioner 
has contended that even that part of'the speech would 
show that there was propagation on the ground of 
religion and propagation «o ns to promote hatred 
between Hindus and Mohammedans. 

44 So far as the speech recorded in the cassette 
?s concerned, the position of law is that whatever 
has been recordfedib the cassette and duly proved, 
who recorded the cassette in relation to the relevant 
fact would' be admissihle and m that regard the 
hhred advocate for the. petitioner, has relied on 
s9u-tto**v Rulihgs. 

200 G.0O3—Id. 


45. So far as the video cassettes are concerned, 
it has now been settled position of law that tapes 
can be admitted as evidence of the relevant facts, 
if the person recording the tape establishes the iden¬ 
tity of the voice. So far as video cassettes are con¬ 
cerned even this does 1101 appear to be necessary 
because there are visuals ot the speakers. The 
persons seeing the video cassettes can see the lip 
movements of the speakers and the utterances made 
by the speakers. If lip movement harmorize with 
the utterances, the question of identification of voice, 

.as required, would pale into insignificance. Now, 
so far as the tapes are concerned, available case- 
law can be noted as follows 

46. In AIR 1968 Supreme Court 147, in the 
case of Yusufalli Esmail Nagree Vs. State of Maha¬ 
rashtra, the Supremy Court observed that tape re¬ 
cord is admissible piece of evidence. If a statement 
is relevant and the statement has been accurately 
recorded on the tape, the time and place and the 
accuracy of recording must be properly identified. 
However, since the magnetic tape can be erased, the 
evidence must be cogent and the Court must be 
certain that the tape has not been tampered. 

47. In AIR. 1973 and Supreme Court 157, in the 

case of R. M. Malkani Vs. State of Maharashtra, it 
is observed that tape-recorded conversation is admis¬ 
sible provided the conversation is relevant to the 
matters in issue, that there is identification of the 
voice and that the accbracv of conversation is proved 
by eliminating the possibility of erasing the lape-te- 
cords. It is relevant being a contemporaneous record 
under Section 8 of the Evidence Act. AIR 1975 
Supreme Court 1788, in the case of Ziyauddin Bu¬ 
khari Vs. Brijmohan Mehra, it is observed that the 
tape-records of speeches are documents as defined in 
Section 3 of thy Evidence Act and they do not stand 
on any different footing than the photographs. They 
are admissible in evidence if the voice' of the person 
is identified, accuracy of what is being recorded is 
proved and that the subject matter of the record is 
relevant. The Supreme Court observed that the 
tape-records are the primary evidence of what was 
recorded. The transcription can be used to show 
as to what the transcriber had found at the time of 
transcription. - . 

While scrutinizing the speech the relevant part 
thereof can well be relied upon by the petitioner. 

48. From the foregoing discussion, it can Be safely 
held that Baiasaheb Thackrey delivered speech at 
Sanskrudk Mandal, Aurangabad, on 12-5-1991, and 
his speech has been recorded in the above news pa¬ 
pers, s Ex: 19 is the report by Bhalerao and the same 
can be relied upon by the petitioner to prove the 
contents thereof. In order to supplement these do¬ 
cumentary evidence, containing the report, the peti¬ 
tioner has examined himself at Ex. 14. The other 
witness examined in support thereof is (PW 10) 
Suresh Ruber. The evidence of these witnesses has 
been assayed by the Respondent on the ground that 
so far as the petitioner is concerned he is a Congress¬ 
man.- whereas Kuber is the stooge of Dongaonkar, 
who is Ex. M. P. elected on congress ticket. A note 
of caution hasrbeen stduek bv Supreme Court in the 
case of Surinder Singh Vs. Hardial Singh and 0rs. 
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reported in (1985) 1 Supreme Court Cases 91. The 
Court obseLved that wisdom lies in rcjacting testi¬ 
mony of the witness, where he is shown to be intere¬ 
sted or he is shown to be a party worker. The Court 
observed in following terms, “Merely on the state¬ 
ments of some of the witnesses, who are essentially 
party workers or supporters, of a charge of corrupt 
practices cannot be taken as proof. Oral evidence, 
particularly, coming from tainted source cannot form 
sole basis of corrupt practices.’’ 

Vow, if we examine the evidence of (DW 1) Pathri- 
Var, he has stated that he is the voter registered in 
A'had Parliamentary Constituency and that during 
the election campaign he has attended the speech of 
Balasaheb Thackrey, In the cross-examination, he has 
slated that he was sitting on the terrace of his friend 
Jaisvval, whose house is dose by Sanskrdutik Mandul 
ground. The learned advocate for the Respondent 
has contended that in one breath Pathrikar states that 
he heard the speech from the house of Jaiswal and 
in another breath he states that he was sitting on the 
terrace of house of Jaiswal at the time of speech. 
Pathrikar did not make note of the speech. He did not 
lodge Police complaint. In the cross-examination, he 
has further, stated that he had atended the meeting of 
other person and that at the time of hearing of the 
speech by Thackrey lie was sitting at the distance of 
500 to 600 ft. from the dais. He spotted Respondent. It 
will have to be stated that when Pathrikar refers to the 
contents of the speech, those contents appear to be 
identical with the report appearing in the news paper. 
Pathrikar felt that the entire speech of Thackrey 
was directed to show that Hindus must unite, they 
must unseat Rajiv Gandhi and the Congress party. 
The speech was also directed towards criticising the 
Congress Party favouring Mohammedans who were 
securing benefits from the Ruling Party. The Hindus 
were ignored by the Ruling Party. Pathrikar although, 
a Congress worker could have heard the speech of 
Thackrey. He himself is not shown to be the candi¬ 
date at the election. Tt is also not shown by the Res¬ 
pondent that he was actively canvassing for any Con¬ 
gress candidate in the election fray and hence one 
fails to understand why the evidence of Pathrikar 
should not be accepted. At one point of time he was 
President of Zilla Parishad and hence the evidence of 
Pathrikar cannot be discarded as unworthy merely 
because he belongs to Congress party. The Supreme 
Court has. said on more than one occasion that evi¬ 
dence of interested witnesses should not be the sole 
around to believe the story of the netitioner. I feel 
that the presence of Pathrikar at the meeting does 
not anpear to be improbable. Pathrikar has stated 
that Respondent was present on the dls. Balasaheb is 
said to draw huge crowds at the meeting and if in 
frmt background Petilfoncr cho^e to attend that 
meeting it cannot be said that in fact be was not pre¬ 
sent!. therefore, feel that the evidence of Pathrikar 
cap he taken as corroborative piece of evidence to 
the. news report which has been dnlv moved bv 
Bhalerao the Renorter for “Mnrnthwada” The other 
evidence is. of Suresh Ruber (PW 10) at Fx. 31. At 
the outset it will have to be stated that he is 
not the Congress worker. Ruber has stated ihnt he 
attended the meeting where Balasaheb Thackrev criti¬ 


cized Mohammedans. He also critised V, P. Singh 
and others for wooing Mohammedans for 
getting their votes. He castigated Mohammedans 
and further spoke that Hindus must unite. In the 
cross-examination, it is suggested that he is 
the friend of Krishna Dongaonkar, who is the son 
of Sahebrao Dongaonkar the former M. P. Kuber 
approached Krishna Dongaonkar and according to 
Respondent, he spoke what Dongaonkar wanted him 
to depose before the Court. But the further probe in 
the cross-examination would show that Kuber has 
spoken about the speeches delivered by other per¬ 
sons and there is no challenge to that aspect by the 
Respondent. He has deposed that Babasahcb Bhosale 
spoke that when he was the Chief Minister of Maha¬ 
rashtra, he had also to wait for 4-5 hours to meet 
the Prime Minister. He further spoke that if this was 
the state of the Chief Minister of the State, what 
could be that of the common man. Anuother spea¬ 
ker Junnarkar Maharaj tried to describe the simila¬ 
rity between Krishna and Shiwaji Maharaj. The third, 
speaker Kailas Patil spoke that he would get lead for 
Shivscna candidate in Gangapur Taluka and that he 
could defeat the Congress candidate of Dongaonkar. 

1, therefore, feel that ihe evidence of both Pathrikar 
and Kuber can well be taken into consideration by 
way of corroborative pieces of evidence to the re¬ 
ports. which have been duly proved by the petitio¬ 
ner. Even their evidence can be independently con¬ 
sidered to prove cornipt practices. 

49. Before going to the contents of these speeches, 
the argument on behalf of the Respdndent can be 
considered and the same is that Respondent attend¬ 
ed those meetings at the concluding sage, that ho 
did not hear what Balasaheb Thackrey spoke. The 
speech of Balasaheb lasted for 10 minutes at Sans- 
krutik Mandal after he reached there. In support 
thereof, he has stated that election meetings were 
organized by the Election Committee at Bombay, 
that he had no say in the matter, that he was attend¬ 
ing those meetings during his election campaign. The 
aim of the party was to strengthen the party pros¬ 
pects Thus, he was not directly connected with the 
election campaign. He also did not get any oppor¬ 
tunity to disown the speeches. Now, this part of the 
story of the Respondent that he attended the meetings 
late does not ring of truth. While considering the 
speech of Balasaheb Thackrey in the tape transcrip¬ 
tion, there is reference to the name of Respondent in 
his speech and at one stage I am pointed out by the 
learned ndvocac for the petitioner from the trans¬ 
cription that there was some voice during the speech 
of Balasaheb Thackrey Balasaheb Thackrey spoke 
that Respondent should pick-up that person who was 
sneaking in loud-tonc, that would save Respondent 
of usage of microphone in the election speeches Now. 
this sentence appears practically in the middle part 
of the speech or rather in the early part of the 
speech. The presence of the petitioner is to be found 
in all the reports, more particularly Ex. 19. which is 
to be relied upon in this case. It is’unjikely that when 
the Supremo of tho party addressed the meeting after 
coming down from Bombay to Aurangabad, the Res¬ 
pondent would abstain from attending the meeting 
in the initial part. On the other hand, if is manifest 
that people had gathered long before the noting 
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was held and the speech by Balasaheb was given. 
The Respondent discredits himself when one finds in 
the pleading, that is, in the written statement, that 
no such meeting was held and that he did not attend 
the meeting. Suggestions have also been made in the 
cross-examination of various witnesses that no such 
meeting was held and Respondent did not attend the 
same. Whereas in his own evidence at Ex. 38, the 
Respondent has stated that he attended the meeting 
late practically at the concluding stage of the meet¬ 
ing. I feel that the stand taken by the Respondent 
does not at all appear to be probable, muchless truth¬ 
ful. As indicated when Supremo of the party was 
coming down from Bombay to a distant place like 
Aurangabad, only for election meeting for the Res¬ 
pondent, it is unlikely that the Respondent Would 
absent himself from such meeting. I, therefore, reject 
the stand taken by the Respondent on that coum. 
On the other hand, 1 feci that the Respondent was 
present right from the beginning to end and must 
have heard the entire speech in all its aspects. This 
meeting was also addressed by former Chief Minister 
of the State Babasahcb Bhonsale. There is also no 
suggestion to the witnesses that Respondent arrived 
late at the meeting. 

50. Now, going to the speech, Pachrikar has stat¬ 
ed that Balasaheb Thackrey began his speech as 
‘Hindu Brothers and Sisters', Hindus had no future 
in the Rule of Rajiv Gandhi, A pro-Hindu Ruler must 
be returned as the Prime Minister in the Parliamen¬ 
tary Elections. The Pro-Hindu Rule should be re¬ 
turned in the election. Similarly, he also spoke that 
while casting the votes, Hindus should cast votes 
with slogans ‘Har Har Mahadev’. He also stated that 
if God Shankara opens his third eye, everything 
would be turned into ashes. The voters must open 
their third eye while easting the votes and turn every¬ 
thing into ashes He further stated that the Hindus 
must dislodge the Rule which is out to obliterate the 
Hindus. Hindus must unite and unseat Rajiv Gandhi. 
Kuber has stated that Thackrey spoke that Dr, Zaka- 
riya had given an interview to British Broadcasting 
Corporation that Muslims in India were illtreated. 
their properties were burnt and they were murdered. 
This cassette was in his possession. Thackrey further 
spoke that this propaganda by Zakariya who was the 
rival candidate of Respondent was totally false and 
misleading. This was obviously with a view to create 
hatred between Hindus and Mohammedans in the 
mind of Mohammedans. Kuber lias stated that cas¬ 
sette of Lord Krishna was not being telecast although 
cassettes of Rumayana and Mababharata were te!ecas+ 
in India. This was the action taken by the V. P. 
Singh Govt. He posed questions to the spectators as 
to whether Lord Krishna's cassette should be telecast 
in India or in Pakistan. The further insinuation in 
the speech of Thackrey was that V. P. Singh the 
Prime Minister, after his election Went to see Shahi 
Imam in the mosque, but did not visit nnv temple, 
The meeting with Shahi Imam lasted for 2-3 hours 
and agam V. P. Smelt came out to say that the talks 
were incomnlete Balasaheb Thackrey also spoke that 
one verm Wore this speech one truck was detected 
wherein ladh-c were nrcsent who were giving slogans 
“P.tWstlian Zindahad", 


This cannot be tolerated. Muslims must support 
Indian slogan. He also posed question to Muslims 
piciinl at the meeting as to whether they were sub¬ 
jected to attroeities .is canvassed by Rafiq Zakariya. 
He also insisted that he approved only Nationalistic 
Muslims like Captain Azacuddin. and Zakariya 
should be asked to stop the false propaganda. Bala- 
saheb also spoke that loud speakers fitted on the 
mosques should be removed although he had no 
objections to the prayers being oiTered at those 
mosques. He further spoke that Indians who were 
residing in Kashmir were reported to be refugees. 
Lastly he spoke that people must give slogans ‘Har 
Har Mahadev* and should recognize parly than 
person for casting votes. He last’y spoke ihat the 
Respondent was the Hindu representative whereas 
the Zakariya. was the representative of Muslims. The 
above speech, if considered in its comet perspective 
would clearly show that votes were solicited on the 
ground of religion, and that there was also an insi¬ 
nuation that Muslims are getting most favoured 
treatment by the Government. This ultimately 
aimed at creating hatred against Muslims, 

51. I 11 the puper Lx. 19 (Maharashtra, dt. 
13-5-1991), the same report appears. The title is, 
“The Fundamentalist Hindu should be the Prime 
Minister of the Nation". Balasaheb Thackrey spoke 
that if orthodox Hindu Prime Minister is not elected 
the Nation would suffer colossal' shock, there would 
be riots, and the army shall have to take over 
the control of the Government. He therefore, 
asked the Hindu to vote to save this catastrophic 
situation and further asked the Hindus to take saffron 
flag in their hands and to give slogans ‘Har Har 
Mahadev' at the time of casting votes. Thackmv 
further spoke that Hindu must exercise their right to 
vole and if B..T.P. candidate is not brought in power 
that, would be a serious danger to the existence of 
the Government. His speech refers to the Orthodox 
Hindus. .Regarding the wave of Hindutwa, he spoke 
tha" this was the breath of Nation and if this breath 
would sjtop, the Country would cease to exist and 
operate. The third eye of Shankara if opened 
would turn everything into ashes. Ha has further 
stated that when he speaks about the Hindutwa he 
is being prosecuted. In the fourth column of the 
report, which contains the high-lights of the speech, 
it would be found that he has further stated that 
Shivsena members were prosecuted, and their 
cases arc not decided early. He has filed the 
ease in the year 1987 about the removal of 
loud-speakers from the mosques, ithe said case is 
stiff pending. He has stated that loud-speakers must 
be brought down although he has no serious objec¬ 
tion to the prayers being offered by the Mohamme- 
dens. He has further stated that as soon as 
V P. Singh became the Prime Minister, he did not 
visit anv temnle hut went to meet Sh Imam at 
Delhi. He was with him for three hours. He was 
thus wooing Imam. Tt is also to be noticed that 
Thackrev further snoke that if Shi waff Maharal was 
not the Ruler, Hindus would have been rcouired to go 
to mosques for offering prayers, Shivsena has infused 
confidence In the mind of Hindu people and that 
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Is why Hindus can spcasc with pride that they arc 
Hindus. It would be also seen that in the same 
speech he has slated that Mavalas vvhc were the 
soldiers in Maralha Army gave slogans ‘Har Har 
Mahadev’ while mounting attack on Mohammedans, 
The further speech is to rue effect mat Motiamme- 
dans should leave for Pakistan. If they wanted to 
live in India, they must honour Hindu slogans, but 
Shivscmt would never tolerate any slogan ‘Pak Zinda- 
bad’. By way of illustration, Thakfey has stated that 
although the Cine Actor--Dcelip Kumar (Moham¬ 
medan) was born and brought up in India, he donat¬ 
ed one crore rupees to the Mospita 1 in Lahore. He 
stated that if Dcelip Kumar had love for Pakistan, 
he should go there. 

52. Same contents are seen in the speech in the 
Cassette Ex. ‘F’. As indicated, the speech begins witn 
‘Hindb Brothers and Sisters’. In the initial part of 
the speech, Thaekrey has referred to the large 
crowd present to pay respects to him. He express¬ 
ed. that this was the symbol of Hindu Unity. Ho was 
championing Hindutwa and that he had prepared 
cassette in that behalf. Regarding the cases, he has 
stated that the Judges were delivering the Judgments 
about their Shivsena cases immediately, whereas his 
case about removal of loud-speakers from the mos¬ 
ques lodged in the year 1987 is still pending. Now, 
if this part of the speech is analysed, it would show 
that there is a dear attempt to create hatred between 
the Hindus and the Mohammedans. Regarding Za- 
keriya, lie has stated that in his interview to M.B.C. 
Zakeriya spoke that Hindus were attacking Muslims 
in minority, they were being m'urderfd, this was 
totally false. This is also an insinuation to create 
hatred between Hindus and Mohammedans, 

53. Regarding V. P, Singh, lie has stated that 
before election lie was moving in simple dress of 
Kafni and Paijuma, but soon after his election ns 
Prime Minister, he started putting on Acbkan and 
Sherwuni and Fur Cap, a dress pnt on by the Moham¬ 
medans. Ele lias further stated- that V.P. Singh 
did not take ‘Darshan' of Hindu God in the temple 
hut visited the mosque and met Shahi Imam. As a 
matter of fact, the Prime Minister of the Nation 
should call Imam to his house or to the office, but 
certainly should not go to the mqsque. Although 
this may appear, to be innocuous, there is a clear 
insinuation that Mohammedans were being favoured 
by the Ruling party, and that Hindus were being 
neglected. Regarding Hindutwa, be has spoken that 
this Was the breath of the Nation and if that breath 
would slop the entire Nation Would become non¬ 
existent. He has further spoken that Christains open¬ 
ly call themselves as Chrisliuns. Muslims call them 
as Muslims, hut Hindus are aft,aid of themselves 
calling Hindus. Muhabharata and Rumayana tele¬ 
casts have become very popular and Ramartand Su¬ 
gar who had produced the cassette on Lord Krishna, 
could trot telecast that-cassette because of the restraint 
of the Government. The problem of Ram Mandir 
arose, according to the Government, because of Ra- 
mayana cassette and if cassette of Lord Krishna is 
released, the same would create problem of 
Mathura. Ne. therefore, questioned as to whether 
Hindus have no right to see the video cassette' of 


their Gods in India, and whether such cassettes 
should be telecasL in Muslim Countries, namely, 
Bangla Deri;, Arabasthcn or Pakistan. He has uiso 
castigated the interview given by Zakeriya about 
Hindu utirocitics on Mohammedans. He has openly 
spoken that the candidate who should b c returned 
to the Parliament should be a Hindu Fundamentalist 
( ) He has further spoken that the elec¬ 

tors must vote for Respondent. It can be inferred 
that this was because the Respondent was Hindu. 
The long and short of the above speech of Balasuhcb 
Thaekrey would clearly show that the speech was 
given with a clear intention to solicit votes on the 
ground of religion and also to promote hatred in the 
mind of Hindus against Mohammedans. If the tenor 
of lhp speech is seen, the same would clearly show 
that Hindus must get into power and that the Mus¬ 
lims who being favoured by the Ruling Party should 
be brought down. No other inference can be drawn 
except that this is soliciting votes on the grounds of 
religion and also promoting hatred betwen two 
classes of citizens. 

54. The learned advocate for the Respondent has 
contended that Hindutwa need not he associated 
with Orthodox Hinduism. He has stated that even 
if the speech is taken to be speech about Hinduism, 
the same was not intended to asking voters to vote 
as Hindus. Now, the Hinduism has been a multi- 
cornered concept. But all the same, it remains a 
religion for particular population. Supreme Court 
In AIR 1966 Supreme Court 1119, in the case of 
Shastri Yagnapunishadji Vs. Muldas Bhanudas. has 
considered as to what is meant by Hindu Religion. The 
relevant extract needs reproduction to understand 
what is meant by Hindu Religion. 

"Although the woid "Hindu” lias given rise to 
a controversy amoigq Indologists; but the 
view generally accepted by scholars appears 
to be that the word “Hindu” is derived 
from the river Sindhu otherwise known as 
Indus which flows from the Punjab. “That 
part of the great Aryan race”, which im¬ 
migrated from Central Asia, through the 
mountain passes inio India, settled first in 
the districts near the river Sindhu. which 
Persians pronounced as Indus and so the 
Greeks. In Encyclopaedia of religion and 
Ethics, Volume VI. has described “Hindu¬ 
ism” as the title applied to that form of re¬ 
ligion which prevails among th c vast nia- 
tority of the present population of the Indian 
Empire. Dr. Radhakrishnan has observed. 
“The Hindu civilization is so called, since 
its original founder or earliest followers 
occupied the territory drained by the Sindhu 
river system corresponding to the North¬ 
west Frontier Province and the Punjab. This 
is recorded in the Rig Veda and scriptures, 
Shrutis and Samrutis. The Supremt Court 
felt that it was difficult to define Hindu re¬ 
ligion. It does not claim any one prophet, it 
does not worship any one God, it docs not 
subscribe to any one dogma; it does not 
believe in any one philosophic concept, it 
does not follow any one set of religion-'. 
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rites or performances; in fact, it docs not 
appear to satisfy the narrow traditional fea¬ 
tures of any religion or creed. It may broad¬ 
ly be described as a way of life and nothing 
more. It is a museum of beliefs, a medley 
of rites, or a mere map, a geographical ex¬ 
pression. Dr. Radhakrishnan has stated that 
Hinduism has steadily absorbed the customs 
and ideas of people with whom it has come 
into contact and has thus been able to main¬ 
tain its supremacy and its youth. It took in 
its sweep aboriginal tribes, savage and half- 
civilized people, the cultured Dravidians and 
thg Vedic Aryans. It presents for our investi¬ 
gation a complex congeries of creeds and 
doctrines which in its gradual accumulation 
may be compared to the gathering together 
of the mighty volume of the Ganges, swollen 
by a continual influx of tributary rivers and 
rivulets, spreading itself over an ever-in¬ 
creasing area of country, and finally resolv¬ 
ing itself into an intricate Della of tortuous 
streams 1 and jungly marshes. 


Thus the Hindu religion is reflection of 
the composite character of the Hindus, who 
are not one people but many. It is based on 
the idea Of universal receptivity. It has ever 
aimed at accommodating itself to circum¬ 
stances and has carried on the process of 
adoption through more than three thousand 
years. Hindu religion has always been ins¬ 
pired by an endless quest of the mind for 
truth based on the consciousness that truth 
has many facets. Truth is one but wise men 
describe it differently. However, in this diver¬ 
sity of thinking there is univcrsalit yof ideas 
that there is only one kind of being and 
that the matter and mind are not two ulti¬ 
mate substances. Hindu religion is compre¬ 
hensive and all-pervasive. There is empha¬ 
tic thinking in Hindu religion that a vast 
periods of creation, maintenance and dis¬ 
solution follow each other in endless succes¬ 
sion. In the matter of worship of God there¬ 
in also diversity of thinking in the Hindu 
religion one believing worship of idols and 
the other not, but the existence of God with 
his super-power is acceptable to all the .sects 
of Hindu religon. The main thrust is eradi¬ 
cation of corruption and superstition and 
this gave rise to various sects headed bv 
Buddha, Mahavir, Basava, Gnyaneshwar and 
Tukaram, Guru Nanak, Davananda and 
Chaitanya, Ramkrishna and Vivekananda. Tf 
we study the teachings of the% saints and 
religions reformers we would notice an 
amount of dweraence in" their respective 
views;, but in that divergence there is a kind 
of subtle indescribable unitv which keeps 
them within the sweep op the broad and 
progressive Hindu religion. The a'tn behind 
all this activity is the release and freedom 
from the unceasing cvcle of birth c and re¬ 
births. Moksha or Nirwana. which is the 
ultimate mm of Hindu religion and -philoso¬ 
phy, Broadly speaking, therefore, Hindu re-. 
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ligion aims at salvation, deliverance, reali¬ 
sation of truth, different sects suggest diffe¬ 
rent views, but the ultimate goal of the 
Hindu religion remains th e same, as indi¬ 
cated above.” 

55. Hindu religion is thus a progressive religion 
which has absorbed various ideas, various thinking 
and has thus tried to assimilate in itself all thoughts 
which were presented by various sects or sages, Tole¬ 
rance is the feature of Hinduism. In view of above, 
Jawaharlal Nehru in his address to the convocation 
of Aligarh Muslim University on January 24, 1948, 
spoke about Hindu civilization as follows : 

“ r am proud of India, not only because of her 
ancient, magnificent heritage but also be¬ 
cause of her remarkable capacity to add to 
it by keeping the doors and windows of her 
mind and spirit open to fresh and invigora¬ 
ting winds from distant lands. India’s strength 
has been two-fold; her own innate culture 
which flowered through th 0 ages, and her 
capacity to draw from other sources and 
thus add to her own. She was far too 
strong to be submerged by outside streams, 
and she was too wise to isolate herself in 
India’s real history and the many political 
changes which have had little effect on 
the growth of this variegated and yet es¬ 
sentially unified culture. 

1 am proud of our inheritance and our 
ancestors who gave an intellectual and cul¬ 
tural pre-eminaace to India. Now do you 
feel about this past ? Do you feel that you 
are also sharers in it and inheritors of it 
and, therefore, proud of something that be¬ 
longs to you as much as to me? Or do you 
fed alien to it and pass it by without under¬ 
standing it or feeling that strange thrill, 
which comes from the realisation that we 
are the trustees and inheritors of this vast 
treasure ? You are Muslims and I am a 
Hindu. We may adhere to different religi¬ 
ous faiths or even to none; but that does 
not take away from that cultural inheritance 
that is yours as much as it is mine.” 

From the foregoing analysis is of Hindu religion it 
would be manifest that Hindu religion remains essen¬ 
tially religion of a civilization geographically situated 
within the Indian Nation. It cannot, therefore, be called 
that Hinduism is not a religion. Word Hindutwa 
would he synonimous with Hinduism and ultimately 
it would mean that it is a characteristic or a bundle 
of characteristics which a person inherit?; from H : ndu 
religion. It is th 0 manifestation of the Hindu civiliza¬ 
tion, Hindu Society or Hindu religion. It cannot re¬ 
main as a mere symbol. If at all it is a symbol, it is 
a symbolic of entire Hindu religion which has wide¬ 
spread ramifications. In that light of the matter, T 
feel that the arguments suggested by the learned ad¬ 
vocates for the Respondent really deserve no consi- 
de-ation. By no stretch of imagination, it can be said 
that Hindu religion cannot hr* called a religion. It is 
essentially a Code of Conduct. Ultimately, every 
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religion or Dhainia prescribes a Code of Conducl, 
which the followers of that religion have to observe. 
The mythological books ure essentially illustrations 
of a Code of Conduct, which the followers of that 
religion should adopt and translate in their own life. 
As indicated, Hindu religion is a relig'on and Hindu- 
twa is Symptomatic of Hindu religion. 

56. Hinduism is, therefore, a religion having Ure 
leaning towards accommodation. Tolerance is the 
soul of Hinduism and the history has clearly shown 
that although Hinduism is endangered on several oc¬ 
casions, still it survived sheerily on the basis of tole¬ 
rance and accommodation and it still remains the in¬ 
nate faith for Hindus. The idea of blaming the other 
religion is not to the liking of Hinduism. The Saints 
have expresstd that conversion can well be available 
but there should not be any compulsion behind it. The 
learned advocat c fotf the Respondent has urged that 
even if the speech of Thackruy is accepted without 
prejudice to the right of the Respondent, Hinduism is 
not a religion and that Balaxahcb Thackray through¬ 
out did not condemn the Mohammedans who were 
loyal to India. He only castigated thos e Mohammedans 
w’ho were loyal to Pakistlran and were interested in 
running down (he image of TFndusthau. Although 
this may be the fact. th e Election Law cannot coun¬ 
tenance any action on the part of the Returned 
Candidate of his Agent to solicit votes on the 
ground of religion. 

57. The learned advocatc for the Respondent has 
contended that there is no evidence to show as to 
what was the exact impression the voters carried. 
Kuber has indeed deposed that he was impressed by 
the speech of Balasaheb and he was inspired to vote 
in favour of Hindus. Now, in this behalf, the Supreme 
Court has laid down that it is the impression which a 
voter would carry after hearing the speech. In AIR 
1976 Supreme Court 1599, in the case of D. 
Venkata Reddy Vs, R. Sultan and Ors., the Sup¬ 
reme Court was required to consider the impact of 
a similar speech. The same can be reprodued as 
follows from Paragraph 35 of the said judgment. 

'‘Everywhere Muslims are given importance by 
the Congress and the Congress is running 
the future of Hindus. In every elect : on 
Muslims always vote for a Muslims candi¬ 
date, When that is the case, what is there 
wrong if all Hindus vote for me who is a 
Hindu candidate ? Muslims have com¬ 
mitted many atrocities and still the Cong¬ 
ress is giving importance to the Muslims. 
For example. Mr. Baraktullah Khan is 
made Chief Minister in Rajasthan and Mr. 
Mohd. Ismail who is not well known in 
Andhra Pradesh is made Tire President of 
the Congress in the State. 

In Hyderabad Muslims are given too much 
importance. Tire said Tsnrall in order to 
give represe rtation and importance to his 
Muslims religion has given in our State 
nerebv 20 seats to Muslims, This is art 
art of axe to the Hindus. Is it not atro¬ 
cities of Pakistan, horrible incidents of 


Bangla Desh, murders of Nawakhali an 
insult to the Hindu race anti religion for 

ever ?” 

Commenting on the speech, the Supreme Court 
observed that 

“A persual of the recitals of the pamphlet 
would clearly reveal tho fact that it is 
couched in a most offensive language 
which is bound not only to hurl and injure 
the sentiments of the Muslims of the 
constituency but has also the effect of 
inciting one community towards" another 
on purely communal grounds. The alle¬ 
gations made hr the pamphlet are suffi¬ 
cient to alienate not oply the sympathy of 
the Muslims community completely but 
also of a large number of Hindus who 
have a secutar outlook which is the very 
fundamental feature of our Constitutional 
set up.” 

58. In AIR 1965 Supreme Court 141, in the case 
of Kultar Singh Vs. Mukhtiar Singh, it is observed 
that if a vote is solicited by a Sikh candidate, stat¬ 
ing that he is Sikh and that Iris rival who is Sikh is 
hcritic, would also amount to corrupt practice. On 
facts, the Court did not believe; that there was com¬ 
mission of any corrupt practice. In the sa'me Rul¬ 
ing, it is also observed that the Court should put 
fair and reasonable construction on the speeches or 
the documents or pamphlets, Similarly, the effect of 
the speech or pamphlet on the mind of ordinan 
voter, w’ho has attended the meetings, has also to be 
considered by the Court. In AIR 1976 Supreme 
Court 1599. in the ca<e D. Venkata Rcddi Vs. R. 
Sultan and Ors., it is held that even single corrupt 
practice i^ enough to render the election void. In 
(1980) 1 Supreme Court Cases 398. in the case of 
Ibrahim! Sulaiman. Sait Vs. M. C. Mohammed 
And Am>. it is observed by the Supreme Court that 
when Iheic is an attempt to promote feelings of 
enmity or barter.' between two classes of citizens, 
the corrupt practice should be deemed to have been 
established, although the speech has been made in 
reference to a political party operating on commu¬ 
nal lines. In this case, the congress party has been 
blamed but in view of the above ratio, the Supreme 
Court has held tf»t it is the voter that has to Ire 
seen and not the party. If the voter gathers from 
the speech that canvassing is on the basis of religion 
and aimed at promoting hatred between two classes 
of citizens, the corrupt practice shall b L - deemed to 
have been committed by the party, 

59. It would be thus obvious that the above 
speech by Balasaheb Thackray clearly intended to 
solicit votes on the ground of religion. The main 
thrust was to provoke the Hindus against Moham¬ 
medans and further to direct the Hindus vote 
in favour of a Hindu candidate. As indicated, 
speech begjhs with Brothers and Sisters. With such 
open propaganda in favour of Hindus if cannot lie 
in the mouth of Respondent to say that this speech 
was never intended for committing any corrupt pra¬ 
ctice. It must also be stated that Respondent dkl 
not disown the speech by publishing the same in 
the paper media. Had he" really dPagicd wiih the 
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speech of Balasaheb Thackray, he could have very 
well approached the press and published in the 
paper that he was not subscribing to the speech of 
Balasaheb Thackrey, 

60. Now, coming to the fist speech by Manohar 
Joshi, in the evening hours of 6-5-1901, at Bidkin, 
there is examined Press Reporter— Umesh Desh- 
pandf at Etc. 27 of “Deogiri Tarim Bharat” paper. 
Umesh Deshpandc covered both the meeting's at 
Bidkin and T. V. Centre, Aurangabad. The paper 
reports ar e duly proved at Exhs. 27 and 28. (PW 
12) Pandharinath Gonde has photographed the per¬ 
sons presett on the dais. The presence of the Res¬ 
pondent is found in both These meetigns. Nanhekhan 
Pathan and Ramchandra Narwadc have been exa¬ 
mined to prove the contents of the speech at Exhs. 
25 and 29, respectively. They were spectators at the 
first meeting. 

61. Now, turning to lh e meeting of Manohar 
Joshi at Bidk'n (PW 7) Umesh Dcspande a( Ex. 26 
has deposed that he covered this meeting"at Bidkin 
He is the Reporter of Deogiri Tarun Bharat news 
paper. He had covered the meeting at Bidkin vide 
report Ex. 27. Hei has stated that he recorded the 
speech, prepared the report and submitted the 
same for publication. In the cross-examination, ho 
has stated that the original notes ar e destroyed. As 
indicated in the foregoing paragraphs, tTTe Reporter 
does not retain the original written notes for indefinit 
period and if they are destroyed, the paper report 
cannot be discarded on that count. Deshpande has 
deposed that his report has been properly published 
in the news paper Ex. 27. Incidentally he has also 
covered the nicotine of Manohar Joshi in the asme 
night held at T. V. Centre, Aurangabad, and the 
report th.'-eof is to be found at Ex. 28. Following 
the ratio of the Supreme Court, the petitioner has 
examined the person who beard and recorded the 
speech and, therefore, the contents of the report 
can wcTl be read. 

62. (PW 6) Nanhekhan Pathan at Ex. 25 has 
deposed that he attended thy meeting of Manohar 
Joshi at Bidkin. At the out set it must be observed 
that Manohar Jo hi is aim the acknowledged leader 
of Shivseua party. Respondent has stated that he is 
Sliivasasinik and that he is a member of Shivscna 
partv. Manohar Jodd spoke that there was a 85H 
pnnulafon of Hindus and that if they wanted to 
|iv- with self-respect, then must vote for Shivsena- 
B.J.P. alliance candidate i e. Respondent. He ha- 
further stated that Manohar Joshi also spoke that 
Government was favouring mmority community i.e. 
Muslims and lhat if Hindus wanted lo live in India 
ihey must elect TJ.JP.—Shivscna Alliance candidate. 
There were three v/aves. first wave of unemployment, 
second wave of Janata and third wave after the assa¬ 
ssination of Indira Gandhi. Now, there is a fourth 
wave of Ram-Iiinmnbboomi. Shivscna party was 
committed to Ram Maudir and thev should, there¬ 
fore, vote Shivscna—B.J.P. candidate i.e. Respondent. 
Thy voters must bring in power real Ram-Rajya. 
He spoke that voters must show tha* Hindutwn was 
ilw real Nationalism, acceding to Manohar Joshi. 
He also staled that if Imam Bukhari could issue direc¬ 
tives, whv the Hindus should not Issue such directives- 


This was in relation to Hindutwa. (PW)—Pathan 
felt that this speech was intended tq solicit votes on 
(he ground of religion and also intended to promote 
hatred between Hindus and Mohammedans. In the 
cross-examination, he has indeed stated that there 
was no communal strife at Bidkin on account off the 
speech at Bidkin. Before stepping into the witness 
box, he had contacted Sahebrao. He had also ob¬ 
tained (he news paper, read the same before coming 
to the Court, obviously with a view to refresh his 
memory. He has also read the news paper and from 
the papers lie gathered that Hindus have been asked 
to depart from Kashmir. He himself being committ¬ 
al to secularism felt that this was not proper. He 
has denied that he did not attend the meeting of 
Manohar Joshi. NoW, so far as Pathan is concerned, 
it is not shown that he belongs to congress-party or 
that he has been canvassing on behalf of the Congress. 
There is no reason as to why Pathan should depose 
against the Respondent. 

63. Ramchandra Narwnde at E,x. 29 also heard 
the speech of Manohar Joshi. He has given the 
synopsis of what has been spoken by Manohar Joshi. 
It is practically the same as narrated by Nanhekhan 
Pathan. In the cross-examination, ho has stated that 
he belongs to congress-party, but he did not meet the 
petitioner after the above meeting. He admi's that 
Nanhekhan was with him all along at Bidkin. Even 
if the evidence of Narwade is taken to be in evidence 
of an interested witness, the evidence of Pathan can 
well be accepted in support of the claim of the peti¬ 
tioner. Both these witnesses corroborate to what has 
been recorded in regard to th? speech of Manohar 
Joshi. Ex. 27 has thus been duly proved by the 
petitioner. The photograph of the meeting is to be 
found at pit. 1 and the report of the meeting is to be 
found on Pg. 2. In this regard, the evidence of 
Pandharinath Gonde. at Ex. 36, is also relevant. He 
had al'o covered both the meetings of Manohar 
Joshi. The photographs at Exits. 27 and 28 have 
been taken by him. He could not trace the nega¬ 
tives in spite of search, but be has admitted that both 
the photographs a Exhs. 27 and 28 were taken 
by him. In both these photographs Respondent can 
w'ell be seen. Tlte name of Pandharinath Gonde is 
also icported below the photograph. While scrutiniz¬ 
ing the report at Ex. 77 it would be clearly found 
that Manohar Joshi did speak lhat if 85 per cent of 
Population wanted to live with self-respect and if the 
Government was wooing the minority community, the 
Shivscna—B.J.P, should be returned to the Parlia¬ 
ment. This itself would mean that votes were soli¬ 
cited on the ground of religion. There is also an in¬ 
sinuation that Hindus were being looked down by the 
Ruling party. Joshi further spoke that there was 
wave of Sniiram. The message of Ram temple cons¬ 
truction has reached every village. The Shivsenn 
ww committed to construct Ram Mandir. The people 
at large, were prepared to construct the temple and 
hence the party is committed to the Ram Temple 
hsue and voters therefore, should briny in power the 
Shivscna—-B.J.P. candidate. He further stated that 
Hindutwa was the onR Nationalism and this should 
be proved bv the voters bv returning the Shivscna 
party candidate. Now. in this report, there R a clenr 
reference to Respondent being present at the meeting 
Hus speech would cleqrlv show that there is a clear 



4U THE GAZE EXE 01 INDIA : I EBRDARY 6 1 '/.A'MAGIIA 17, 1914 [Pari U- Sm_, 7(iii>3 


. -f 


attempt to solicit the votes on the ground of religion. 
7 here is also clear -attempt to criticize the minorities, 
who were being lu\oured by the Government and 
hence in the evidence of Nanhckhan Pathan and also 
in die report Ex. 27 one can notice clearly that there 
is an appeal for votes on the ground of religion. There 
is also an attempt to create hatred between Hindus 
and Mohammedans. 


64. Now, turning to the meeting at T, V. Centre, 
the petitioner has again relied on the report of the 
Reporter—Deshpande, As indicated (PW 7) 
Deshpande covered that meeting, the report is til 
Ex. 2S. One Sopantao Phu.-e has been examined 
at Ex. 20. He is the Congress worker. He has 
stated he had attended the meeting at T.V. centre. 
Manphur Joshi stated that Congress would not pro¬ 
vide' stable Government because of the factions in 
the party. There was also sympathy wave for Rant 
throughout India. He gave slogans, ‘Jai—Bhawani 
Ja: Shivraya'. He also spoke that Hindus must vote 
fo r Hindus and Shivsena would look after the 
Hindus. In the cross-examination, he has stated 
that he is the Congress party office bearer. He has 
denied that he did not attend the meting. Now, 
although the evidence of Phuse may be treated as a 
tainted evidence, he being the Congress worker, the 
same cannot be discharged in toto. He corroborates 
the report of Deshpande in newspaper - Ex. 28. Phuse 
in the cross-examination admits that he did not find 
a,ny change in the matter of casting votes in favour of 
particular party. Now, this report at Ex, 28 was 
spread over in three columns, but the petitioner has 
served the cc'py of first column to the Respondent. 
Th:- learned advocate for the petitioner has contend¬ 
ed that he only relies on column no. 1 of IhE report 
at Ex, 28. Hence it would be proper to rcGr only 
on first column and not other columns. Now, in the 
first column, if is slated that the Shivscau—B J.P. 
candidate was only committed to Hindutwa. There 
was also .wave of Hindutwa throughout the na'ion. The 
large population was mindful of Shivsena and nothing 
nlse. This would also show that the main thrust 
of the speech was for Hindutwa and people coming 
under the banner of Hindutwa. 


party workers were priwent. He cannot escape this 
responsibility by stating that he was busy with other 
election campaign. As a matter of fact, these meet¬ 
ings were organized for his benefit. It is equally un- 
JilTely that he would not be consulted before Hxing 
these meetings. Merely because the Respondent says 
that Election Committee organized these meetings, 
that statement cannot be taken as its face value. On 
the other hand, it is inevitable that Respondent would 
attend such meetings, because ultimately, they are 
intended to strengthen his chances of election. The 
stand taken by the Respondent that he was late at 
both the meetings does not ring of truth. Even in 
the cross-examination o¥ the witnesses for the peti¬ 
tioner, there is no suggestion that Respondent came 
late each meeting at its concluding stage. 

06. The sum and substance of the aforesaid dis¬ 
cussion would clearly show that the meetings referred 
above were meant for soliciting votes on the ground 
of religion, they also contained insinuation against 
Mohammedans, this was with a view to create 
haded, between Hindu and Mohammedans. Hindu¬ 
twa is being emphasized as Nationalism Voters are 
directed to carry saffron fines. .Saffron colour is sympto¬ 
matic of Hindu Gods and Temples. The petitioner 
lias, therefore, proved that the Respondent is respon¬ 
sible for the speeches, which contain corrupt prac¬ 
tices as envisaged under Sections 123 (3) and (3A) 
of the R. P. Act. Even if paper reports, cassette 
transcription or oral evidence are concerned in 
isolation for each other, they do establish the alleged 
corrupt practices. 

67. The learned advocate feir the Respondent has 
contended that dte petitioner has failed to prove that 
speeches effected materially the election. 1 feel (hat 
under the above provisions the corrupt practices have 
to be taken as they are. The influence in the mind 
of voter is the matter to be construed and analysed 
by the Courts. In this behalf, there is a clear appeal 
on the ground of religion. There is also a clear 
attempt to create hatred between Hindus and Moham¬ 
medans and hence, I feci fhat the petition has to be 
allowed. Looking to the volume of evidence led by 
the petitioner, he deserves to be awarded costs of 
Rs. 5.Q00. 


6'. Now, turning to the story of the Respondent, 
he has stated that he atuwdcd both these meetings 
late. He was detained at Bulkin lor abdu; one hour 
after the meeting Of Manghar Joshi, Tie. therefore, 
went late at T.V. Cerffre, Aurangabad. Now, from 
the evidence of Phuse, it would be seen that the 
meeting was held late at night. It extended even 
beyond mid-nieht. Deshpande has also deposed to 
that effect. As indicated Respondent has taken 
different stand at different stages. In the written 
statement, Respondent claims to have not attended 
any such meeting, in the evidence he has stated that 
he had attended those meetings late. As stated 
above, it is unlikely that the Respondent would not 
be present at the election meetings where die senior 


PS, Accordingly, petition is allowed. The election 
of Respondent front 33 Aurangabad Eoksabha Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency is hereby declared as null and 
void. Respondent shall pay or deposit in the court 
Rs 6.000 by way of costs to the petitioner. The 
Petitioner shall be entitled to refund of his securEy 
deposit. Office tel lake action under Section 103 of 
the R. P. Act. The copies of this' judgment shall bo 
forwarded to the Election Commissioner and the 
Sneaker of Eoksabha. 


V-wified by 
Sd- 
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